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The Solicitors Journal. 


LONDON, FEBRUARY 10, 1883. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir 18 UNDERSTOOD that an order of transfer of causes from 
the list of Mr. Justice Currry is in course of preparation. 





THE OFFICIAL REFERERS have had rooms assigned to them in 
the Royal Courts of Justice above the court floor in the western 
block of the building. 





WE BELIEVE that, although the new Rules of Court may possibly 
be in a state for publication before the end of the present month, 
it is not probable that they will come inte operation until after 
Easter. 





WITH A view of remedying the complaints which. have arisen 
withtreference to the currents of cold air coming from the 
vorridors of the Royal Courts of Justice into the courts, doors 
have been placed at all the éntrances from the Central Hall. 





Ir 1s wortHy of observation that, although we have now 
reached the middle of the Hilary Sittings, Mr. Justice Currry, 
in consequence of the pressure of interlocutory business, has 
hitherto been unable to hear a single witness cause. He has, we 
believe, at present on his list between twenty and thirty 
heavy opposed petitions, besides nearly eighty adjourned sum- 
monses. 





From THE REMARKS of the President of the Board of Trade 
to the Swansea Chamber of Commerce, last week, it would appear 
that the leading principles of the Government Bankruptcy Bull of 
1881 will be strictly adhered to in the Bill to be introduced this 
session. Mr. CHAMBERLAIN in particular alluded to and con- 
demned the proposal of the Associated Chambers of Commerce, as 
contained in the Bill introduced at their instance last session, and 
which we reviewed at length at the time (26 SoLicrrors’ JouRNAL, 
p- 397), to retain the principle of giving a certain majority of 
creditors power to bind a minority to the acceptance of a composi- 
tion without a previous adjudication and investigation in bank- 
ruptey. The Government proposal, that no composition shall be 
binding upon creditors who do not expressly assent thereto until 
after an adjudication in bankruptcy and official investigation into 
the causes of the failure, is a good one in theory, but we still 
retain the views we have previously expressed, that the present law 
—modified and amended, as it might well be, by increasing the 
majority requisite to pass a composition so as to bind a minority ; 
fixing a statutory minimum limit of five shillings in the pound, 
and making considerable alterations in the practice—would be 
found much more acceptable to the commercial community, and 
practically more likely to remedy the existing evils. 


_} 





SoME CURIOUS STATEMENTS have appeared this week as to the 
Remuneration Order. A correspondent, writing to the leading 


journal, has asserted that “it is proposed by the Committee of the | 
Incorporated Law Society that the solicitor should all but super- 


sede the auctioneer, and spesopesste the greater portion of his | 


commission, thus compensating 





advice” as to the Order, “ but must leave each solicitor to make up 
his mind as to the course to be pursued when the questions arose” ; 
and he further added that “everyone knew that by the ordinary 
terms of London practice, and throughout the ecimmpel ps of the 


country, there was but a very small minority of sales and purchases 
in which the solicitor acted without the assistance and advice of 
an auctioneer, who was paid by commission.” We do not believe 
that that there is any wish on the part of the great bulk 
of London solicitors that the auctioneer should “be all but 
superseded ” by the solicitor ; what the London solicitor wants, we 
imagine, is exactly the opposite—viz., not to get rid of the auctioneer, 
but to retain the auctioneer, if he can do so without cutting down his 
own remuneration, where he acts as vendor's solicitor in the 
smaller class of sales, to a point below the remuneration ordinarily 
earned by skilled labour. ‘The question of the fee for the conduct 
of auction sales, to which Mr. Joun Hovex has devoted himself 
with much energy in the Times, will probably settle itself, before 
long, by means at which we, and correspondents in these columns, 
have hinted. The really important matter is the negotiation 
fee, which Mr. Jonn HoveH judiciously omits to discuss. 
It would be interesting to know whether the intense satisfaction 
with the Order expressed by the country solicitors to whom he has 
spoken arises from the fact that they expect to earn this negotia- 
tion fee. If so, their satisfaction is easily explained, for on a 
purchase for £5,000 they. will get a negotiation fee of £40, in 
addition to the fee of £45 for deducing title, &c.; while the 


London solicitor, who is rarely employed to negotiate a purchase, 
will have to content himself with the £45. 











THE cCoNTENTsS of the Judicature Act, 1873, are so miscel- 
laneous, that the process of sorting them has not yet been com- 
pletely performed, so that unlooked-for discoveries continue to 
turn up from time to time. One. of these novelties made its 
appearance in a case (Johnstone v. Royal Courts of Justice 
Company) which was noted in our last issue (ante, p. 213). It 
seems that the existence of section 52 of the above-mentioned 
Act has hitherto remained a profound secret to the whole 
profession. That section enacts (inéer alia) that a si j f 
the Court of Appeal may, at any time Saring vacation, make any 
interim order to prevent ae to the claims of any parties 

ending an @ as he may think fit; but this enactment 
Ts Rave tomate in practice a dead letter. It "will: doubtless be 
rescued from its previous Obscurity by what occurred in the case 
to which we have referred. On the last day of the sittings 
before the Christmas Vacation, Mr. Justice Fry refused to 
grant an interlocutory injunction to restrain the defendants from 
completing some buildings. The plaintiffs gave notice of appeal ; 
and on an early day in the current sittings the appeal was heard ; 
but in the meantime the buildings had been completed. The 
Master of the Roxts pointed out that the court could not ou 
a_mandatory injunction, ordering the defen to pull down 
their_ buildings, on an interlocutory application ; and hé wanted 
to know why the plaintiffs had delayed making their application 
until the completion of the buildings had made a mere interim 
injunction nugatory. To the astonished (and exceedingly 
eminent) counsel, who pleaded in exeuse that the Court 
of Appeal is shut up in vacation, and urged that the plaintiffs 
had acted with all the expedition open to them, the MasTER 
of the Roxzs cited the aforesaid section 52; and showed that 
they might have applied to a single judge of the Court of 
Appeal for an interim injunction during vacation. It was 











lf for the enforced reduction | highly magnanimous of his lordship not to keep this informa- 


of his own appropriate profits.” Now, only last week the President | tion to himself any longer; for he hinted that, ever since the 
of the Incorporated Law Society stated to the special meeting of | Act passed, he had lived in fear of being pestered with such 
the society that “the council had determined to give no general | applications during his holidays ; ang the learned counsel whom 
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he had enlightened hinted, in return, that in future his lordship 
must be prepared to find such things breaking in upon his 
well-earned repose. 





THE QvUEsTION of what minimum amount of composition can 
be accepted by the creditors of a debtor under the provisions of 
section 126 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, has lately come again 
before the Court of Appeal in the case of Ex parte Hudson (ante, 
p- 213). We dise the point at considerable length some 
months ago (26 Soxicrrors’ JourNat, p. 593) with reference 
to the then last case upon the point—viz., Ex parte Ball (30 
W. R. 738, L. R. 20 Ch. D. 670)—and we s that, under 
the decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Terrell (25 
W. R. 153, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 293), a composition of one shilling in 
the pound, if properly secured, in a case where there were practic- 
ally no assets, would be allowed by the court. This view has 
now been definitely confirmed in the case of Er parte Hudson. 
But the court itself against laying down even this as a 
hard and fast line, so that all the circumstances of a case must still 
be considered to ascertain whether the composition offered is bond 
Jide or an abuse of the court. Beyond this, also, there is a con- 
siderable margin between sixpence and a shilling in the pound, 
and perhaps we may yet hear of a composition of ninepence in the 

und coming before the court for discussion—that is, if a new 

kruptey Act does not soon render the point impossible by 
fixing a statutory limit. At present, however, we can only suggest 
that in cases where the liabilities are comparatively small—say 
under £2,000—the court will not be likely to register resolutions 
for a composition of less than a shilling in the pound ; but where 
the liabilities are large—say £10,000 or £20,000—that 
amount would be somewhat high to fix asa minimum limit, and in 
such a case the court might register a resolution for even sixpence 
in the pound, as it would require a substantial sum to pay such a 
composition upon so large an amount of liabilities. It will be 
seen that in the case of Ex parte Russell, which we report else- 
where, the test laid down by the court is, was it the intention of 
the resolution to give the creditors something substantial or 
only to release the debtor ? 





A CORRESPONDENT, writing to the Pall Mall Gazette, has 
strenuously argued that women, equally with men, can take part 
in the government of municipalities—7.c., that they can be mayors, 
aldermen, or town councillors. The argument is based chiefly on 
the ground that Lord Brovenam’s Act of 1850 (13 Vict. c. 21), 
enacts that, in every statute, words importing the masculine gender 
shall be taken to include females unless the contrary is expressly 
provided. We cannot assent to this view. In the first place, 
the words used in the Municipal Corporations Act, that councillors, 
mayors, and aldermen shall be “fit persons,’ are not words 
importing the masculine gender, but ambiguous words importing 
either gender. In the second place, we cannot think that a woman 
is a “ fit ” within the meaning of the Act. In the third 
place, the 63rd section of the Act, re-enacting section 9 of 32 & 
33 Vict. c. 55, which first gave women the right to vote at muni- 
cipal elections, expressly and carefully deals with that right to 
vote, which shows that the Legislature did not forget the question 
of the status of women, but purposely confined their rights, as 
they had been confined before, to voting alone. In the fourth 
, we have had an uninterrupted usage of male mayors, coun- 
cillors, and aldermen for several centuries, and, as was pointed 
out by Bovi11, CJ., in the celebrated case of Chorlton v. Lings 
(L. B. 4 C. P., at p. 383), “ what has been commonly received and 
aequicsced in as the law raises a strong presumption of what the 





At the Liverpool Assizes, Mr, Justice Williams requested the governor of 
e gel to furnish bim with « list of sil untried prisoners in bis cbarge. 
ked that for the lest thirty years an unconstitutional 


had prevailed of delivering gsols of pereons *h an had 
er canes for trie] at any {ature qcarter sessions, telos bak 


unsniwouely condemned the practice and the commission had been restored to 
ite old ‘orm, 90 that the cxmmission comuanted bir to deliver the prison of 
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THE EFFECT OF THE MARRIED WOMEN’S 
PROPERTY ACT UPON SETTLEMENTS. 


Tue provisions of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, 
have been already discussed in these columns (vol. 26, pp. 739, 
750, 771), and many defects in that measure have been pointed 
out which must, sooner or later, furnish matter for judicial inter- 
pretation. The Act is indeed strangely inarticulate in its utter- 
ances upon several important questions, leaving, for example, the 
future s‘atus of a married woman, and her liability to the law of 
bankruptcy, in a condition of hopeless confusion. 


With these controverted topics, however, we are not on the 
present occasion immediately concerned. We shall start from 
what is clear, even in this obscure Act, that all the property of 
women married after the year 1882 belongs to them as their 
separate property ; and we shall consider the effects produced by 
this enactment upon the forms of settlements. Some conse- 
quences, probably unforeseen by the authors of the Act, will, we 
think, be found to result in particular cases from the radical change 
to which we have referred. 

So far as the mere wording of settlements is concerned, the in- 
troduction of a universal separate use seems to render certain 
alterations permissible, although not absolutely necessary. Thus 
the words “for her separate use,’’ following a gift toa married 
woman, are now, it is presumed, mere surplusage. As, however, 
we find throughout the Act that the changes are rung on 
“ separate property,” “separate estate,” and “‘ separate use,’ a 
feéling of uncertainty is produced whether there may not be some 
occult and mysterious difference between the several forms of ex- 
pression. Catt, therefore, “separate property ’’ shall have been 
determined to be identical with property heid upon trust for a 
married woman for her separate use, the latter form of limitation 
will probably be retained. 

In framing, for the future, the provision for settling the after- 
acquired property of the intended’ wife, the clause should not be 
éxpressed to be the agreement of all parties. This, which is the 
form usually adopted, operates as a covenant by the person who 
is to do any act in pursuance of the agreement; and, since the 
marital right is now entirely excluded by the recent Act, the 
husband can do nothing to carry out the agreement, and should 
not, therefore, either expressly or by implication, enter into any 
covenant on the subject. The words also referring to property 
to which the husbaad, “in her right,” may at any time become 
entitled, should, for the same reason, be omitted. The husband, 
in fact, will, for the future, take no interest, during the coverture, 
in‘any property for the wife ; and it would be as improper to join 
him in a covenant for the settlement of his wife’s after-acquired 
property as it would be to join the wife in a similar covenant 
by the husband in respect of his own property. In the case of 
Dawes v. Tredwell (L. R. 18 Ch. D. 354}, the intended wife was 
an infant, and the agreement to settle her after-acquired property, 
which was the subject of discussion, was accordingly not binding 
upon her. A sum of money having, after the marriage, devolved 
upon the wife for her separate use, it was held by the Court of 
Appeal that there was no obligation on either party to bring the 
money into settlement. “If, then,’ said the Master of the Rolls, 
“ it is a covenant by the husband that he will do certain things, 
can the covenant be construed so as to include anything but what 
he cando? Is it to be supposed to be in the contemplation of 
the parties that he covenants to convey property over which he 
has no power of disposal, and in which he has no interest? It 
cannot be imagined that such was the intention of the parties, or 
that any gentleman about to become a husband would bind him- 
self either to cajole or coerce his wife into conveying her separate 
property to the uses of the settlement, which is what must be 
alleged by those who say that this covenant is to apply to the 
separate property.’ The wife in this case was, as we have said, an 
infant at the date of the settlement, and if she had been of full age 
she would have been bound to settle the property in accordance 
with the agreement (Vravers v. Travers, 2 Beay.179; Lee v. Lee, 25 
W. R. 225, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 175); or, if it had been so expressed 
as to extend to the actw of the wife, she would have been, although 
an infant, put to her election between the benefits of the settle- 





ment and the burthen of the covenant: Willoughby vy. Middleton 
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(10 W. R. 460, 2 J. & H. 344), Smith v. Lucas (30 W. R. 451, 
L. R. 18 Ch. D. 531). The position of a husband under the 
present law who enters into a covenant or agreement for the settle- 
ment of his wife’s after-acquired property seems to be very 
similar to that of the husband in Dawes v. Tredwell; and, accord- 
ingly, since all future property of women under the existing law 
is to be their separate property, the covenant or agreement of the 
husband would, in all cases, be wholly inoperative. It might, 
indeed, be contended, under the altered circumstances of the 

resent law, that the husband’s covenant amounted to a guarantee 
that the wife would settle her separate property ; and that he was 
liable in damages for her failure or refusal to fulfil her contract. 
In order, therefore, to preclude any question of this nature, the 

rovision as to after-acquired property, if inserted at all, should 
Racetoeward assume the shape of a covenant by the intended 
.wife, and by her alone. 

The alterations to which we have hitherto referred are little 
more than a change of phrase; we have now to consider innova- 
tions of by no means trivial importance, affecting, as they do, 
though only in certain cases, the rights and interests of the parties 
to the settlement. The Act, indeed, contains a saving clause 
which seems wide enough to maintain, in its integrity, the whole 
body of law relating to settlements. By the 19th section it is 
enacted that “‘ Nothing in this Act contained shall interfere with 
or affect any settlement, or agreement for a settlement, made or to 
be made, whether before or after marriage, respecting the property 
of any married woman, or shall interfere with, or render. inopera- 
tive, any restriction against anticipation at present attached to, or 
to be hereafter attached to, the enjoyment of any property or 
income by a woman under any settlement, agreement for a settle- 
ment, will, or other instrument.’’ This clause, however, must be 
read as referring to sections 2 and 5, which might otherwise 
override the limitations of the settlement, and preclude the married 
woman from divesting herself of the absolute property conferred 
upon her by those sections. It means that, although she is declared 
by the statute to be entitled to hold as her separate property, and 
to dispose of, all real and personal property which belongs to her at 
the time of marriage, &c., yet that she may settle such property in 
the manner permitted by the previous law. That this is the 
proper construction of the clause is rendered probable by the con- 
cluding paragraph of the section, which is in these terms :-—‘‘ But 
no restriction against anticipation contained in any settlement 
or agreement for a settlement of a woman’s own propérty, to 
be made or entered into by herself, shall have any validity against 
debts contracted by her before marriage, and no settlement or 
agreement for a settlement shall have any greater force or validity 
agdinst creditors of sich woman than a like settlement or agree- 
ment for a settlement made or entered into by a man would have 
against his creditors.” The first part of this enactment, relating 
to ante-nuptial creditors, merely expresses the former law as 
decided by the cases of Sanger v. Sanger (19 W. R. 792, L. R. 11 
Eq. 470); London and Provincial Bank v. Boyle (26 W. R. 573, 
L, R. 7 Ch. D. 773); but the concluding provision, which places 
the settlements of women and of men on the same footing as 
against creditors, introduces an important novelty. In fact, the 
91st section of the Batikruptcy Act is thereby made applicable to 

inarried woman; and thus—the words of the section being 
altered to suit the sex—‘ any covenant or contract made by a 
trader in consideration of marriage, for the future settlement upon 
or for her husband or children of any money or property wherein 
she had not, at the date of her marriage, any estate or interest, 
whether vested or contingent, in possession or remainder, shall, 
upon her becoming bankrupt before such property or money has 
been actually transferred or paid pursuant to such contract or 
covenant, be void against her trustee appointed under the Act.” 

is provision would render the ordinary covenant by a married 
woman trader for; the settlement of after-acquired property void 
in the event of her bankruptcy: Hw parte Bolland (22 W. R. 152, 
L, R. 17 Eq. 115). 

In the case of voluntary settlements, whether post-nuptial, or 
ante-nuptial, so far as they are made in favour of collaterals 
(Smith v. Cherrill, 15 W. R. 919, L. R. 4 Eq. 390), the creditors 
of the settlor, whether male or female, are entitled under 18 Eliz. 
¢. 5, to have the settlement set aside, if it was made with a fraudu- 
Tent intent. This fraudulent intent may be gathered from the 





circumstance that all the property of the settlor is bound by the 
settlement: Ware v. Gardner (17 W. R. 439, L. R. 7 Eq. 317); 
and in Mackay v. Douglas (20 W. R. 652, L. R. 14 Eq. 106), 
approved and followed in Er parte Russell (30 W. R. 584, L. R. 
19 Ch. D. 588), it was laid down that the settlement might be 
set aside by subsequent creditors, even when there were none 
whose debts arose before the date of the settlement. Married 
women can now, it seems, contract debts, and their creditors, as 
well as those of a man, will possess the right to set aside a fraudu- 
lent settlement. The prevailing custom of i ing in the 
ment of a woman’s property 5 covensat to settle her after-acquired 
property renders it probable that the Statute of Elizabeth will for 
atime havé-an exténsive application to the post-nuptial settle- 
ments of female traders. © waeieiy. Gat cacti a ee oak 
The Married Women’s Property Act has, it seems to us, 
materially affected the power which formerly existed of making 
binding settlements of a female infant’s 


marriage. Her personal estate was capable of by the 
marriage sotcenrnts because on the marrige it became the 
absolute property of the husband, and the nt was in effect 


that of the husband and not hers (Simson v. Jones, 2 Russ. & Myl. 
376). Now, however, all that is changed, the husband takes no 
interest in his wife’s property, and the settlement is not binding 
if the wife dies under age, or chooses after attaining twenty-one 
to repudiate its provisions. 

Somewhat similar considerations lead us to the conclusion that 
certain post-nuptial settlements, which, under the old law, were 
deemed to be made for valuable consideration, must now be 
regarded as entirely voluntary. Under this head may be included 
such cases as Teasdale v. Braithwaite (25 W. R. 222, 546, L. R. 
5 Ch. D. 630), Re Foster and Lister (25 W. R. 553, L. R. 6 
Ch. D. 87), the principle of which is, that the modification of the 
interests of husband and wife in the property of the latter is a 
valuable consideration so as to support the settlement. 

On the other hand, as a set-off against these settlements for 
value being deprived of their consideration, it seems clear that, 
under the new law, a husband and wife can, by a a 
property of each, render any post-nuptial settlement a s 
for valuable consideration, ‘This proposition, startling as it seems, 
can scarcely, we think, be controverted; but, of course, a frandu- 
lent intent would, in this as in all other cases,  tratis= 
action tothe danger of being re-opened and set aside. 








FRAUDULENT SETTLEMENTS. 


Tue case of Ridler v. Ridler (31 W. R. 93, L. R. 22 Ch. D. 74) has 
a certain amount of value as throwing a little new light upon the 
interminable question, what settlements are void under the statute 
13 Eliz. c. 5. But perhaps its chief interest lies im the light 
which it throws upon the decision pronounced a few years ago in 
a case which turned upon the interpretation of the cognate statute 
27 Elis. c. 4. And it is probable that, in the course of our 
remarks, we may find something to confirm and illustrate some of 
the doctrines which we have advocated on previous occasions. 

The reader will remember the distinctions between the two 
statutes above-mentioned—namely, that the 13 Eliz. c. 5 refers 
to gifts and so forth of “lands, tenements, ent 
and chattels, or of any of them,” while the 27 Eliz. c..4 refers 
only to “lands, tenements, and hereditaments”; and also that 
te Tami tate is aimed at those who 


I 


seek by covinous devices 
to “ delay, hinder, or defraud creditors or others,” while the latter 
is aimed at those who seek to “defraud and deceive 


as have purchased, or shall afterwards purchase,’’ the same lands. 
That is to say, the former statute is in favour of creditors, and 
extends also to personal chattels; while the latter is in favour of 
purchasers, and extends only to freehold and chattel real interests. 
The fact that the last-mentioned statute does not extend to 

sonal chattels led to a well-known difference in the law which 
certainly savoured little of natural justice. By a somewhat forced 
construction of the statute the courts held that any voluntary 
settlement of realty was void, as against a subsequent purchaser 
for valuable consideration, upon the ground that any such volun- 
tary settlement was ipso P ag a fraud upon any person who 

e is principle 


should 
lands; and this was carried 





| subsequently purchase 
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so far, that a man who had made a voluntary settlement of lands 
might, at any distance of time afterwards, destroy his own settle- 
ment at will by the simple deyice of selling the lands comprised in 
it to a purchaser for valuable consideration. This strange indul- 
gence was never granted to settlors of personal chattels; and the 
doubtful complexion of its policy made the judges of more recent 
times very unwilling to extend its application further than they 
could help extending it. About five years ago the late Lord 
Justice James made a remarkable attempt to narrow the rule in 
the case of Price vy. Jenkins (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 619), which cropped 
up in a very curious manner into the case with which we are more 
immediately concerned. 

In Ridler v. Ridler the facts, so far as they are material, were 
a8 follows. In 1872 Ridler the father gave a written guaranty 
to a bank at Worcester, to secure payment of any balance, to an 
amount not exceeding £1,000, which might be owing for pe 
time being from Ridler the son. In 1877, at a time when the 
balance owing from Ridler the son amounted to over £1,500, 
Ridler the father assigned a very valuable leasehold property to 
trustees, upon trust for Ridler the son for life, with remainder 
upon certain trusts for the benefit of another son and his wife. 
The settlor’s only other property consisted of furniture worth 
between £100 and £200, and a debt of £1,500 due to him from 
Ridler the son. It did not appear that he had at the date of the 
settlement any debts or liabilities other than his liability under 
the above-mentioned guaranty. In 1880 the bank sued Ridler 
the son for the balance then due from him, which amounted to 
over £1,300, and also for £400 due on a promissory note. He 
shortly afterwards filed a liquidation petition, under which a com- 
position of three shillings in the pound was accepted by his 
creditors. The bank then commenced an action against Ridler 
the father upon his guaranty, and the latter died pending this 
action. A decree was afterwards made in a separate action for 
the administration of his estate, and the bank were admitted as 
creditors for £1,000. Under these circumstances the solvency 
of Ridler the father’s estate depended upon the question whether 
the voluntary settlement of 1877 was valid against creditors ; and 
that question was accordingly raised at the instance of the bank, 
which had obtained leave to attend the proceedings in the ad- 
ministratien action. 

There was only one ground upon which the settlement could 
be impeached—namely, upon the ground that it was a voluntary 
settlement made with intent to delay or defraud creditors within 
the meaning of the 13 Eliz. c. 5. The other statute of Eliza- 
beth had no application to this case, because the adverse claimant 
was not a purchaser; and the Bankruptcy Act had no application, 
because there were no bankruptcy proceedings on foot against 
Ridler the father. The main question therefore was, What cir- 
cumstances will suffice to make a settlement fraudulent within 
the 13 Eliz. c. 5? or, which comes to the same thing, What 
circumstances will take a settlement out of the scope of thet Act? 

_ It may be laid down in general terms that there are two thin 
either of which will a.settlement against the Act :—(1) 
The Act itself provides, by its section 6, that it shall not extend 
to any estate or chattels conveyed, “ upon consideration and 
boni fide.” This, therefore, supplies-one answer to the above 
question. (2) It is well settled that the presumption of fraud 
which attaches to a voluntary settlement by which creditors are, 
in fact, defeated or delayed, may be rebutted by such evidence of 
solvency on the part of the settlor at the time of making the 
settlement, as is sufficient to show that, in all reasonable proba- 
bility, be could neither have intended to injure his creditors, nor 
have foreseen that they would in fact be injured. An attempt 
was made, upon both of these grounds, to withdraw the settlement 
in Ridler ¥. Ridler from the operation of the statute ; and upon 
both points the arguments used and the decision arrived at are 
well worthy of attention. 

It was with reference to the first point that the case of Price 
v. Jenkins, baving reference to the 27 Eliz. c.4, turned up. A 
very natural reluctance to allow settlors, under cover of that 
statute, to their own settlements by the device of a sub- 
sequent sale for valuable consideration, has made the judges ready 
peta vane plausible pretext upon which a settlement can be 
taken out of the class of voluntary settlements : a disposition which 
culminated in the opinion expressed in Price v, Jenkins by the 


—, 








late Lord Justice James, and concurred in by the other judges, 
that an assignment of leaseholds, whenever the lease imposes any 
onerous obligation upon the lessee, is, properly speaking, an 
assignment for valuable consideration. In favour of this opinion 
the Lord Justice cited an unreported decision to the same 
effect of Vice-Chancellor Shadwell, which had occurred in the 
course of his own practice at the bar, and had been contrary 
to the opinion which he had at that time held. Taking Price 
y. Jenkins to have decided that an assignment of leaseholds, 
when there is any onerous obligation upon the lessee, cannot 
be within the scope of the 27 Eliz. c. 4, the contention was 
put forward in Ridler vy. MRidler, that in like manner 
such un assignment could not be within the scope of the 13 
Eliz. o. 5. The inference does not strictly follow; but there is 
enough force in it to illustrate the danger of these attempts to be 
righteous overmuch and beyond what is made possible by the 
legitimate functions of courts, to which we have more than once 
directed the attention of our readers. Here it may suffice to say 
hat both Vice-Chancellor Bacon in the court below, and also the 
urt of Appeal, concurred in holding that the contention could 
not be supported. The judges in the Court of Appeal seem to 
have tried very hard, but with no very complete success, to con- 
ceal the embarrassment which, in coming to this conclusion, they 
felt at the decision in Price vy. Jenkins. 
So far as regards the second of the foregoing points, the courts, 
above and below, were not agreed. Vice-Chancellor Bacon 
thought that the circumstances disclosed nothing which raised a 
resumption of fraudulent design—we use the word, of course, 
its technical, not in its moral, sense—in the settlor. The 
learned Vice-Chancellor cannot be said to have given any reasons 
for this conclusion, merely stating it as his opinion. The Court of 
Appeal grappled much more closely with the question, making its 
soliton depend upon the degree, so to speak, of the settlor’s 
solvency, independently of the property comprised in the settle- 
ment, at the time when the settlement was made. They held that 
in this case the possible claim under the guaranty was one which— 
though, at the time, only a liability—was so obviously likely, at no 
distant date, to become an actual debt, that the settlor was not 
ened in overlooking its existence; and also, that the debt due 
Ridler the father from Ridler the son must have been known 
to the former to be worth only a small fraction of its nominal 
value. They thus arrived at the conclusion that the bank were so 
very likely to be delayed or defrauded by the settlement, that the 
settlor must be held to have been aware of the tendency of his 
acts, and must accordingly be saddled with the consequences of 
such knowledge. Upon these grounds, the settlement was held to 
be void as against the bank. It follows that the professional 
reader must pay heedful attention, not only to actual debts, but 


also to the probable outlook in respect of all contingent liabilities — 


for e being affecting a settlor, who proposes to make a 
Youmtaty settlement. Unless the state of affairs is such that the 
ng of the settlement is not reasonably likely to interfere with 
adverse rights subsequently emerging out of contingency into 
actuality, the settlement cannot be pronounced safe from danger 
under the 13 Eliz. ec. 5. 

While we are upon the subject of these two very important 
statutes, we cannot dismiss them without remarking that they can 
scarcely be thought to have attained any such degree of success as 
was probably anticipated for them at starting. This fact conveys 
one of those warnings, which ought to be very impressive, but to 
which nobody ever pays the slightest attention. Hope springs 
eternal in the breasts of the Legislature and of their draftsmen ; 
and the badly-drawn statutes of last year are looked upon with 
expectant complacency, notwithstanding the fate of the less badly- 
drawn statutes of three hundred years ago. 
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REVIEWS. 


- THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 


Tus Setriep Lawn Act, 1882; wirx Norges anp 4n Intropuctory 
CHAPTER, TOGETHER WITH PrecEDENTS oF SeTrLEMENTSs, ConvEYANCES, 
ano Peririons, aND Miscettanzous Porms, aDAPTED FoR Use uNDER 
sue Act. By Avusrey Sr. Joun Crerxe, Barrister-at-Law. W. Max- 
well & Son. 

Sgrruep Lanp Statutes, comprisinc THE Setrtep Lanp Acr, 1882, 

* gue IMPROVEMENT oF Lanp Acr, 1864, anp tHe Serriep Estates Act, 
1877; witn aN Inrropuctory Cuaptrer snp Nores, TOGETHER WITH 
Conveyancinc Precepents or SerrLeMents AND CONVEYANCES, AND 
OTHER INSTRUMENTS RELATING TO SeTTLED Lanp. By Leorotp Grorcr 
Gorpon Ronsins, Barrister-at-Law. H. Sweet. 

STATUTES RELATING TO Settiep Estates, iscLupinc tHe Srtrtep Esrares 
Act, 1877; Szrrtzp Estates Act Orpers, 1878; Serruep Lanp Acr, 
1882 ; Improvement or Lanp Act, 1864; anv THe Liwitep Owners’ 
Resrpences Acts, 1870 anp 1871; wire Inrropucrion, Norges, anp 
Forms. By James W. Mipprezron, Barrister-at-Law. Tutrp Eprtron. 
- Stevens & Sons. 


In an introductory chapter Mr. Clerke presents an outline of the pro- 
visions of the Settled Land Act which is not merely clear and compre- 
hensive, but thoughtful and interesting. He gives, in the form of tables, 
lists of the various powers of the tenant for life, the special powers of the 
trustees, the purposes for which application may be made to the court, 
and the cases in which capital money arises under the Act; and notices 
briefly, but sufficiently for the purposes of an introductory outline, the 
main features of the Act’s scheme. The Act is printed in full, with notes 
in which the provisions of almost every section are elaborately scrutinized. 
Many of Mr. Olerke’s suggestions and criticisms strike us as acute and valu- 
able, but we cannot assent toall ofthem. For instance, looking at the pro- 
vision of section 53, that a tenant for life shall, in relation to the exercise 
by him of any power under the Act, “ be deemed to be in the position 
and to have the duties and liabilities of a trustee” for all parties entitled 
under the settlement, we should hesitate to affirm (p. 39) that under 
section 4, sub-section (5), the tenant for life is not liable to be restrained 
from unnecessarily employing depreciatory conditions of sale. In the note 
to section 15 we think that Mr. Clerke might have explained more fully 
his reasons for thinking that the expression “ principal mansion house” 
will ‘‘ probably be read as limited to family residences” of the character 
of “halls, castles, manor houses, and country seats.” He ingeniously 
refers us to the case of Re Spurway’s Settled Estates (27 W. R. 302, L. R. 
10 Ch. D. 230), in which the Master of the Rolls expressed an opinion that 
& property consisting of a house and 165 acres was ‘‘ not sufficiently 
large to entitle it to be called a family mansion”; but this is hardly a 
satisfactory authority as to the construction to be given to the expres- 
sion, ‘‘ the principal mansion house on any settled land.’ ‘The only safe 
course at present seems to give to that expression its widest ordinary 
signification. There are other points in which we entertain a different 
opinion from that expressed by Mr. Clerke, but we gladly bear testimony 
to the care and acuteness with which he has annotated the Act. He has 
appended a considerable number of precedents, and we think his book 
will be found of great value to practitioners. 

In Mr. Robbins’ book we discern signs of much care and painstaking 
labour ; the result of which is seen in a large body of information, con- 
veniently arranged and neatly printed, which we think likely to be found 
useful by the profession. The introductory chapter, in which an account 
is given in outline of the Act’s provisions, perhaps admitted of clearer 
arrangement, A doubt may also be felt whether the language of the 
Act might not have been somewhat less widely departed from, without 
materially impairing the brevity of the paraphrase. The author, perhaps 
actuated by a becoming desire to avoid a too positive tone of assertion, 
sometimes sounds a somewhat faint note, and insinuates a truism with 
as much caution as if it were a paradox. The Act, having enacted (sec- 
tion 45, sub-section 1) that a tenant for life shal), before exercising cer- 
tain powers, give notice to the trustees, adds (sub-section 2) these words: 
—“ Provided that, at the date of notice given, the number of trustees 
shall not be less than two.’ We should have thought the conclusion 
obvious that, “if there are no trustees or only one trustee, it will be 
necessary for the tenant for life” to see that two are appointed before 
grace to act (p. 89). In general, however, the notes are careful 

accurate, and the book is useful as containing the Settled Estates Act. 
Mr. Robbins has inserted nearly thirty precedents of wills and deeds 
adapted to the provisions of the Act. The Act has not yet been passed 
long enough for our courage to have risen to the pitch required for 
ttiticising precedents in detail; but we are able, from such perusal as 
We have made of them, to express the opinion that these precedents are 
teh as the general practitioner will be likely to find useful. 

Mr. Middleton has added to the new edition of his useful treatise on 
the Settled Estates Act the sections of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
Welating to the management of infants’ estates; the Settled Land Act, 
1882; the Improvement of Land Act, 1864, and the Limited Owners’ 
Residences Acts of 1870 und 1871, His notes to the Settled Land Act 





are short, but, geperelly speaking, accurate and practical ; and they are 
especially useful from the care with which he compares and contrasts the 
new provisions with those of the Settled Estates Act. 





EVIDENCE. 


Best's Parncietes or THE Law or Evipznce. Ssventa Epiriox. By 

J. M. Lgty, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Henry Sweet. 

The study of the law of evidence is a bridge which all must pass who 
would become acquainted with the profession of law. We, therefore, 
welcome the seventh edition of Best on Evidence, the most eminently 
readable of all the works which hold an established position in reference 
to this subject. Without being laden with detail, it deals with the law 
of evidence in a manner especially calculated to clear the mind of the 
reader if he be in doubt as to the principles on.which the. law. of 
evidence is established. While neither an exhaustive book of 
nor a dry epitome of the existing law, it is a lucid and thoroughly 
scientific treatise on the general principles of our law. The present 
edition has been edited by Mr. Lely, who brings a critical, scholarly, 
and sympathetic mind to bear upon his subject. 

In the present edition the form of the book has been much improved 
by a reduction in the number of foot-notes which, in the earlier editions, 
on many pages occupied half the space. By incorporating some of the 
notes in the text, and cutting down others, the present editor has been 
able to bring them within reasonable compass. Even yet some notes of 
trivial importance might well be dispensed with—as, for example (p. 75), 
a note introduced to furnish a trite simile from, and a reference to, a 
letter of a correspondent in the Times in 1860 ! 

As Best on Evidence occupies a position filled by no other book 
dealing with this subject, it is of much importance that it should, to 
use 2 common expression, be brought up to date. As it does not occupy 
the position of an exhaustive book of reference, this cannot be done by 
merely incorporating all the new points decided from time to time in 
reference to the law of evidence. There is, indeed, only one way in 
which a book such as this can be kept abreast the time and up to the 
ideal of its author. Firstly, by the suppression or modification of 
passages which are out of harmony with the present time ; and, secondly, 
by discussing new developments in the law of evidence in, if possible, 
the same spirited and clear manner as the original. The first is not so 
difficult a matter if the editor has sufficient courage, and we think that 
Mr. Lely has shown a wise discretion in the changes that he has made. 
Many Biblical references and arguments based on the “law of nature,” 
which a generation ago would have passed without comment, have, in 
the present edition, either beex modified or expunged. We should, 
however, have been glad if the present editor could have seen his way 
to carrying this even further than he has done. Paragraphs 83—5, in 
defence of trial by jury, read rather out of date at the present time. 
The controversy has entered on an entirely different phase, and these 
paragraphs, if retained in the body of the text, should have been 
modified to suit the spirit of the present time. Again, paragraphs 134 
—44 deal at considerable length with the iacompetency of witnesses, 
and incompetency arising from interest. When first the work was pub- 
lished, the change in the law, by which many persons were rendered 
eligible witnesses, had only recently been passed (6 & 7 Vict. c. 85), and 
it was not till some years later that certain other restrictions of a similar 
nature were abolished by 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, and 16 &17 Vict. c. 83. 
It was natural, therefore, that the author should have devoted consider. 
able space to what was then both interesting and novel. But as these 
changes have now been established for nearly a generation, and are, as 
the author himself observes, “‘pure matter of legal history,” we 
think that this portion of the subject might have been more com- 

ressed. 

‘ As to the second of the two necessary means of keeping a book of this 
nature up to date—namely, the introduction of discussions on the more 
recent developments of the law of evidence—there are several points which 
open up topics which might be touched upon. Under the subject of 
‘ Pre-appointed Evidence,” p. 121, the advantages of requiring merchants 
and traders to keep their accounts in a form prescribed by law would 

have found a place. The requirements of the French law in this 

matter (derived from Roman law), if adopted by us, would go far to 
simplify the difficulties which beset fraudulent bankruptcies amongst our- 
selves. For, were traders required to keep such accounts, they could 
either be punished for their reckless trading which such accounts would 
render evident, or for their failure to keep such accounts. Again, the 
rule of the judges that statements unsupported by evidence may not he 
made by counsel for the prisoner presents just the opportunity that the 

author of this work would have availed himself of to discuss the principles 

which make both for and against such a rule of practice. Again, the 
rule of practice as to the non-admission before a magistrate of evidence 

in justification of a libel, which came up for settlement in 2. v. Carden, 

is a subject for discussion in the pages of Best. pedks 5 in the 
dealing with the burden of proof, p. 264, we have been 
to have found the question of shortening actions for libel dealt with. 
The inordinate length to which such cases may run has been recently 
exemplified in the case of Belt v. Lawes. Had, however, in that case 
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ufter the proof of the libel, the defendant been left to justify—such a 
course was taken in R. v. Wyman & Booker (the Lambri case)—it would 
hardly have been necessary to detail] at length the plaintiff's life. 
Whether such a course of practice should be rendered compuleory or not 
might well have been discussed in Best on Evidence. Such new points as 
we have suggested would certainly not be strictly “ Best” ; but if a book 
of this character is to fully maintain its freshness, we think that new 
matter must be introduced from time to time. It would be easy, if 
thought necessary, to distinguish such matter from the original. These, 
however, are merely suggestions for the improvement of a work which 
has been excellently edited. 


Mr. Lely has added a short book (Book V.) containing a collection of 
leading propositions. This is a capital feature, and in a future edition it 
might with advantage be amplified. The new edition appears in the form 
of a royal octavo, and the publisher fully maintains his reputation for 


excellent type and paper. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—If Mr. Hough, of Newcastle, is among your readers, I should 
like to ask him, through your columns, whether the satisfaction of 
the north-country solicitors extends to cases of private sales? And, if so, 
whether it is because they are usually employed to negotiate and fix 
the price ? 

A good deal has been said and written about auction sales—per- 
haps. more than enough. But the larger question of sales by private 
contract has not received proportionate attention, so far as I have 
seen. 


With reference to south-country opinion, I may add that I have 
spoken with several solicitors of the South and West of England, 
residing in different neighbourhoods and of various standing. They 
agreed in stating that the scale fee would, in some cases, exceed 
what they can charge—e.g., where they act for mortgagee and mort- 
gagor. A not unusual practice in such cases seems to have been to 
charge two per cent. and stamps. That rate of charge is not unknown 
in London; and it is less than the scale allowance. 

On the whole, I don’t find much fault with the scale if it could 
be modified as regards transactions under £2,000: (1) by increasing 
the conveyancing fee in cases where the negotiating fee is not earned; 
(2) by allowing for journeys where necessary and (in register counties) 


for registration. M.N. 





THE NEW DEATH DUTIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I see by your report of the Worcester Law Society's proceedings 
that the committee have taken into consideration the great inconvenience 
of the system lately adopted, under which executors and administrators 
are obliged to give full particulars of the estate before they can obtain 
probate or letters of administration. I do not recollect that I have seen 
this subject mentioned in your columns, and Iam much surprised that 
there has not been any agitation upon it, because I think any solicitor 
who has had experience in executorship business must know that 
freqzently occasions arise when it is absolutely necessary to obtain 
probate or letters of administration as soon as possible, before a correct 
account either of the assets or debts can be ascertained. 


Amongst my brother practitioners I have heard nothing but complaints 
against this change, for the introduction of which I have been unable to 
discover any reason. I hope you will now call-general attention to this 
complaint, and perhaps the old practice may be restored, which, I think, 
must be the wish of all parties. Senex, 

February 6. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


TrustER In BANKRUPTCY—RELATION BACK OF TiITLE—EQuiTaBLe 
ASSIGNMENT OF FUTURE Earnincs oF Bustiness—BaNKrupToy Act, 1869, 
8. 11.—In a case of Ex parte Nichols, betore the Court of Appeal on the lst 
inst.,a question arose as to the effect of the relation back of the title of a 
trustee in bankruptcy with regard to an assignment which some traders had, 
before their bankruptcy, executed of future receipts from their business, 
William Henry Jones and Benjamin Barber were lessees of the Alexandra 
Palace, They entered into a verbal contract with the Great Northern Rail. 
way Company that the company should take, in addition to the railway fares 
of passengers over their lines to the palace, the admission fees of the passen- 
gers to the palace, and should pay over to Jones and Barber a certain propor- 
tion of the sums so received by them. A monthly account was to be rendered 
by the company. On the 25th of February, 1882, Jones and Barber executed 
a deed whereby they assigned to Younger & Co, all sams of money then due 
and owing, or thereafter to become due and owing, from the railwav company 
to Jones and Barter, as a security for moneys due by them to Younger &' 
Co,, and notice of the assignment was given to the railway company. Oa 
the 10th of Augrst, 1882, Jones and Barber filed a liquidation petition. Oa 
the 11th of August a receiver and manager was appointed under the petition, 
and on the next day he gave notice of his appointment to the railway company, 
and claimed payment of the debtors’ share of the receipts under the arrangement 
as from the 10th of August, The business of the palace was continued by the 
receiver until the $lst of August, when it wasclosed. On the 8th of September 
the receiver was appointed trustee in the liquidation, and tae question arose 
whether he or the mortgagees were entitled to the moneys which, under the 
arrangement with the railway company, became due from them to the debtors 
for the period between the filing of the petition and the appointment of the 
trustee. Mr, Registrar Brougham held that the mortgagees were entitled to 
these moneys. The Court of Appeal (Jzsset, M.R., and LinpLey and Bowen, 
L.JJ.) reversed the decision. JxssEL, M.R., said that the arrangement 
between the debtors and the railway company only made the company the 
agents of the debtors to receive their share of the gross sum charged for 
admission to the palace, The company became debtors to Jones and Barber 
for their share of the moneys which the company received from the public 
under the arrangement, but the debt came into existence only after the money 
was received. The money thus received for Jones and Barber represented 
their gross earnings from the carrying on of their trade. When they became 
bankrupt the title of their trustee related back to the act of bankruptecy—i.e., 
the filing of the liquidation petition—and the receipts from the business after | 
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that act passed to the trustee by virtue of the relation back of his title. It 
was urged that the money thus received by the company was received 
under a contract which the trustee had affirmed. That was a fallacy. He 
would have been entitled to the debtors’ share of the receipts even if he bad 
annulled the contract withthe company. The only thing to which he 
assented was the division of the gross payments received by the company in 
the proportions fixed by the contract. He did not adopt the contract in any 
other sense. His title was quite unaffected by it. It was said that the mort- 
gagees claimed the money by virtue of an assigament made by the debtors 
before their liquidation. The answer was that, by no assignment or charge 









could a ba: t give a @ as against his trusteé to the profits arising 
fi is business after the cOmmence is_ban “8 not 
. the bai cou trustee. It was 


“property ~ which ths ban assign as ag ; 

a more accident that the business was carried on afté¥ the filing of the peti- 
tion, but, being carried on, it was carried on by the trustee, ex relatione, for 
the benefit of the debtors’ estate. The case bad no analogy to cases in which 
a bankrupt bad, before his bankruptcy, validly charged his property ; sucha 
charge would be good as against the trustee. But that which was charged 
in the present case was not property which the debtors could assign. The 
case of Brice v. Bannister (26 W. R. 670, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 569), which had 
been relied on, was distinguishable, for there there was no bankruptcy. 
Linptey, L.J., said that this was not the case of an equitable assignment of 
after-acquired chattels, as in Holroyd v. Marshall (10 H. L.C, 191). The 
assignment to the mortgagees was a mere agreement to assiga, not property, 
but moneys which would become due under the arrangement with the com- 
pany. Itcould not prevail as against the title of the trustee. Bowkn, LJ. 
concurred,—Soicitors, W. Sturt ; C. Sawbridge. 
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COMPOSITION—REGISTRATION oF ReEsoLuTIONe—Smatt AMOUNT OF 
Assets—Secuniry—Bankrurroy Act. 1869, s, 126—Banxkruproy Russ, 
1870, &. 295,—-In a case of Ex parte Russell, defore the Court of Appeal on 
the 1st inst,, a question arose 28 to the registration of composition resolutions. 
On the 28th of November, 1881, G. E. Russell, who was the landlord of 
Elizabeth Robins, a widow seventy years of age, signed judgment in an action 
against her for £24 17s. 6d., a quarter's rent and costs, Tho ju t not 
being satisfied, Russell issued a judgment summons against her, retarnable on 
the 10th of March, 1882. On that day she filed a liquidation petition, The 
first meeting of the creditors was held on the 27th of March, and by the state 
ment of her affairs, which the debtor then produced, it appeared that ber 
debts amounted to £304 18s., and ber assets to £8 13%, The creditors, by the 
proper statutory majority, resolved to accept a composition of threepence in 
the pound, the secarity of ove of the creditors being accepted for the due pay- 
ment of the composition, The resolutions were confirmed at the second 
The registration was opposed Russell, who was a ol 
£67 108, The judge of the Barnstaple County Court held that there was 2? 
sufficient reason for refusing to allow the registration, and his decision we 
affirmed by Bacon, 0.J. Court of Appeal (Jussxt, M,R,, and a 
and Bowgs, L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and ordered the registration 
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vacated. Jzssex, M.R., said that this kind of thing could not be allowed. 
If the court. were to listen to their feelings of compassion, or benevolence, or 
charity, with regard to this poor old woman, they would certainly desire to 
affirm the decision. But they must not allow their feelings to override the 
law. In order that the resolutions should bind dissentient creditors, they must 
be passed bond fide in the interest of the creditors. The creditors who voted 
in the majority were no more entitled to be influenced by motives of benevo- 
lence or charity than by corrupt motives. That was not the intention of the 
Bankruptcy Act. The resolutions must not be passed in the interest of the 
debtor. It was clear that the object in the present case wes, not to give the 
creditors anything substantial, but to release the debtor. On this ground the 
appeal must be allowed, though his lordship was sorry for it. Linpney and 
Bowxn, L.JJ., concurred.—Soricitors, Church, Rendell, & Trehane ; Hughes, 
Kennedy, & Hughes, 








Act oF BANKRUPTCY—ASSIGNMENT OF WHOLE PRoPERTY TO SECURE 
zxistiInc Dresr—Fresh ADVANCE—BINDING AGREEMENT—BANKRUPTCY 
Act, 1869, 8. 6, sUB-SECTION 2.—In a case of Ex parte Wilkinson, before 
the Court of Appeal on the Ist inst., the question arose whether, when a 
trader assigns substantially the whole of his property to secure an existing 
debt and further advances, it is necessary, in order that the assigament may 
not amount to an act of bankruptcy, that there should be a binding agreement 
on the part of the grantee to make the further advances, In the present 
case the deed contained a recital that the grantee, who was a cotton broker, 
had agreed to make further supplies of cotton to the grantor, who was a cotton 
spinner, up toa specified amount, and by the deed the grantor assigned sub- 
stantially the whole of his property as security for a debt due to the grantee 
for cotton previously supplied by him and the price of the further supplies. 
There was, however, no covenant by ths grantee to supply any more cotton; 
he did not execute the deed ; and there was no other agreement binding him 
to make farther supplies. The deed was stamped to an amount sufficient to 
cover the value of the further supply mentioned in the deed. The grantor 
soon afterwards became bankrupt, and in the interval the grantee had in fact 
supplied him with further cotton nearly up to the value mentioned in the 
deed. The trustee in the bankruptcy sought to set aside the deed as an act 
of bankruptcy, and one of the points raised was that, there being no binding 
agreement on the part of the grantee to make further supplies of cotton, there 
was nothing to exclude the ordinary rule that an assignment of the whole of a 
man’s property, in consideration of an existing debt, is'an act of bankruptcy. 
The Court of Appeal (Jesset, M.R., and Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.) over- 
raled the objection, Jesset, M.R., said that he by no means took the view 
that the contract to make the additional advance must be a binding contract, 
a'Contract of whith the specific performance could be enforced, or for the 
breach of which damages could be recovered. The question was whether the 
deed was fraudulent—1.e., intended to defeat or delay creditors. Everyone who 
was engaged in business, or acquainted with business, knew that business 
men constantly acted on what might be called ‘‘honour” contracts— 
contracts not binding in law, but of a vague and indefinite character, of which 
specific performance could not be enforced, and for the breach of which 
damages could not be recovered. Business men acted. on such contracts 
every day. If there was a bond jide promise to make further advances, a 
—— made, not for the mere purpose of securing the old debt, but 

order to enable the debtor to carry on his business as before, the 
mere fact that there was not a technically binding contract was not 
sufficient to lay the transaction open'to the objection that it was intended 

defeat or ‘delay’ creditors, There was nothing in the present case 
to lead to the conclusion that’ the transaction was a fiction. Looking at 
the arrangement, as a whole, which was the proper way of looking at it, the 
evidence fell short of showing that it was a mere scheme to obtain payment of 
the pre-existing debt, Lixvtzy, L.J., said that the question was, whether 
the deed was an act of bankruptcy within sub-section 2 of section 6 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, which made a fraudulent’ conveyance of property an 
act of bankruptcy. In applying the tests of fraud it would be dangerous to 
lose sight of the statutory enactment. One of the tests was whether the deed 
was a conveyance of all the debtor’s property in consideration of an existing 
debt. But regard must be had to the deed itself and to all the circumstances, 
Tn the present case the deed ‘contained a recital that the grantee bad agreed to 
make further supplies of cotton to the grantor. The grantee did not execute 
the deed, but still it was evidence of an agreement to supply the grantor with 
that which he required to enable him to carry on his business. The case was 
One of some suspicion, but the evidence was not sufficient to jastify the court 
in upsetting the deed. Bowen, L.J., concurred.—Soxicirors, Hamlin ¢ 
Grammer ; W. W. Wynne & Son. 





Banxruproy PetirioN—REFUSAL TO ADJUDICATE—Rx-HEARING—TIME— 
Jopement Dest—Derror’s SuMMONS—MIS-STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION 
AMENDMENT oF Patition—Arripavit—Bankrurtor Act, 1869, ss. 71, 
%—Banerurrcy Ruies,;:1870, x. 148—Orp. 58, r. 15,—In a case of Ex 
‘parte Ritso, before the Court of Appeal on the 25tb alt,, a question arose as 
to the time within whioh a re-hearing of a bankraptoy petition ought to be 
tllowed, the trar having in the first instance refused to make an 

adication, act of bankruptcy relied on was the neglect of the 
to comply with e debtor’s summons which the petitioning creditor 
had issued against him in respect of a judgment debt. The summons stated 
the eee added, ‘* the consideration aes for ae oe “< one 
e tor) to you ab your request, an money y him for you 

req! , the consideration 


St your The petition stated the judgment and 


‘for it in the same way as they had been stated in the sammonp, the state- | be 


Monts in the petition being verified by affidavit in the usual way. After- 


_ Wards, the petitioner obtained leave to amend the petition, and he did so 
‘by atating consideration for the judgment to be a promissory note given 


rg 





by the debtor to the summoning creditor as an acknowledgment for moneys 
lent and advanced by him to the debtor. No fresh affidavit was filed 
verify the amendment. The amended petition was heard on 

October, and was dismissed by the registrar on the ground inasmuch 
8s the consideration for the jadgment had been untruly stated in the debtor's 
summons, no act of bankruptey had been committed. 

from this ee given, but on 
application was made to the registrar, on behalf of the petitioning creditor, 
for a re-hearing. The registrar came to the conclusion that he had been in 
error in refasing to make an adjudication, and he gran 


ment, rrvmger ae: the registrar, was made in the margin of the copy of 
application, which was on the file of 

hearing, however, did not take place until the 9th of December, and on 
pers rey me peerage Fen we 0 served —— debtor a notice that 
@ re-hearing granted. the re-hearing, the registrar adjudicated 
the debtor a bankrupt, and he then appealed. Several objections 
made to the order. The principal objection was that the re-hearing 
too late, and that it ought to have been applied for on notice (not ex 
within the time limited by rule 58 for bringing an appeal. At any 
was said a formal notice of the appointment for a re- ought 
been served on the debtor within the twenty-one days limited 
it being of the utmost importance that persons dealing with a 
whom an adjudication of bankruptcy has been refused should be 
know whether the decision is to be challenged. After the time for appealing 
had expired, any person who desired to give credit to the debtor was entitled 
to assume that he was free to deal with his property as he pleased. 
other objections urged were that the debtor’s summons did not truly state the 
consideration for the jadgment, and that the amendment in the petition had 
not been hay ge by roves On tse oe! no fresh evidence was 
adduced by the petitioning itor. Appeal (Jzsszt, M.R., 
and Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the adjudication. Jzsser, M.R., 
said that the objection as to the mis-statement of the consideration in the 
debtor’s summons was the merest technicality in the world; the ultimate 
consideration was the money lent, though the legal consideration was the 
promissory note. But there was no law which required the consideration to 
be stated in the summons. pet pagel pine 
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in bankra the judgments could be if it was shown 
was sa oe Ra the summons was 
tid , ap the 












ou was wrongly in it. y 
amendment in the petition, there was no rule which required an affidavit to be 
made in such a case. The registrar had a discretion, and, of course, he 
would not require a fresh affidavit if there was only an immaterial alteration. 
The only objection of any importance was that about the re-hesring. The re- 
hearing was granted ex parte on the last day for appealing, and the hearing took 
place more than a fortnight afterwards. The question was whether this was too 
late. The matter was considered by the Court of Appeal in Er parte Brows 
(22 W. R. 605, L. R. 9 Ch. 304). The court then pointed out that no time 
was fixed by the rules within which an application for a 16-hearing must 
made, Bat they said that care ought to be taken 
escape from the rule which limited the time for cae eee by obtain- 
ing a re-hearing as a matter of course. The court 
rule, but they said that, as a general rule, they would mB po 
analogy of the time fixed for appealing. In that 
of several months, which the court thought too long. .Here 
delay of only afew days, and it must be recollected that under 
Act the Court of Appeal had power to extend the time for 
special circumstances. So that, if the analogy was adopted to 
the question would be whether there were not special circumstances 
registrar thought he had made a blunder, and wished to set it 
might be trusted not to abuse their discretion on such a 
Moreover, the rule of the Court of = 
instance had exercised his discretion, 
been a plain miscarriage. In the t case his lordship was of opinion 
had been no miscarriage at all. He that the court to be very 
careful how sb Gilowell- 0 sejheusing; Sy sitttenn Stbeiien te wdjutications i of 
bankruptcy, because persons it deal with the debtor on of the 
order which had been made. But in the t case that objection was 
registrar, which had . on 
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met by the memorandum, signed by the 
the file of proceeding. Any person who 
of determining whether he could safely give credit to the debtor would have 
received notice in due time of the appointment of the day for aya | His 
lordship did not intend to lay down thata delay of a day or bea 
fatal objection, but it would be a circumstance to be considered. Lixpney, 
ne and Bowsy, L.J. ,*concurred.—Sotrcrrors, 5,3, Somerville ; T. Aiting- 
am, 


Payment into Covrt sy Derenpant—Accrrrance sr Pranrirr— 
Costs—Orp., 80, RR, 1, 4— Orn. 55, 8k. 1.—Ina case of Nicholls v. Evans, 
before Fry, J., on the 27th alt., a question arose on the 
rules relating to ment into court by a defendant A ew #4 satisfaction. 


Rale 1 of order $0 provides that, ‘* where any action to recover a 
debt or damages, any defendant may, at any time after of the writ, 
and before or © the thas of Celbeeing Bh Stee, & We ee Oe See 
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respect of which it is paid in; in which case he shall give notice to the 
defendant in the form No, 6 in appendix B. hereto, and shall be at liberty, in 
case the sum paid in is accepted in satisfaction of the entire cause of gction, to 
tax his costs, and, in case of non-payment within forty-eight hours, to sign 
jadgment for his evsts so taxed.” The action was brought by one of the 
holders of the debentures issued by a company, on bebalf of herself and all the 
other debenture holders, against the trustees of a deed to secure the debentures, 
and the company. The plaintiff alleged a breach of trust by the trustees in 
relation to moneys subject to the trusts of the deed which had come to their 
bands, and that other moneys had by their wilful default been lost to the 
‘debenture holders. She claimed to have the trusts of the deed carried 
mato execution under the direction of the court, and to have accounts taken 
against the trustees on the footing of wilful default, and that the trustees 
might be disallowed the sums which they had received and bad improperly 
employed. The company was in liquidation, and no relief was claimed against 
it. . The trustees by their statement of defence, delivered on the 10th of 
June, denied the allegations of the plaintiff. But they said that, having 
regard to the number of debentures held by the plaiatiff, the utmost sum which 
could be due to ber on her own showing out of the moneys which they had 
received was £26, and they said that they had brought that sum into court, and 
that it was sufficient to satisfy the plaintiff’s claim. This was the first notice 
given to the plaintiff of the payment into court. On the 23rd of November, 
the plaintiff not having delivered a reply, her solicitors gave notice to the 
defendants’ solicitor that she accepted the money paid into court in satisfac- 
tion of her entire cause of action. Onthe 29th of November the defendants 
took out a summons asking that all further proceedings in the action might be 
stayed, and that the plaiatiff might be ordered to pay their costs of the action. 
Fry, J., held that rule 4 of order 30 did not apply, but that the court had a 
discretion as to the costs. He thought that rule 4 applied only where a plain- 
tiff was strictly suing ‘to recover a debt or damages,” where the whole 
demand was a money one. If the plaintiff sought to have an account taken 
it was impossible to satisfy her demand by any particular payment of money. 
Therefore the cours had a discretion as to the costs, and the question was how 
it ought to exercise it, His lordship thought that the plaintiff ought to have 
her costs down to the 10thof June, the day of the delivery of the defence, 
from the defendants, and that she ought to pay the subsequent costs of the 
defendants. Ey accepting the money paid into court in satisfaction of all her 
demands she had herself stopped the action. She had taken the money in 
satisfaction of more than that in respect of which the defendants had paid it in. 
His lordship could see no reason why the plaintiff should not have accepted 
the money at once. There would be no costs of the’application, because the 
defendants had asked too much.—Soxicrrors, Felie Carter; Terrell & 
Harrison, 





POWER TO APPOINT NEW TRUSTEES—APPOINTMENT OF A SOLE TRUSTEE IN 
Puiace or Two—23 & 24 Vict. c. 145, s. 27.—In a case of The West of 
England Bank +. Murch, before Fry, J.,0n the 29th ult., a question arose 
upon the construction of the power of appointing new trustees conferred by 
section 27 of Lord Cranworth’s Act. The purchaser of real estate, the title 
to which was derived through a trustee appointed under that power, objected 
that the appointment was not authorized by the power. The testator had 
devised his real estate to two trustees, on trust that they or the survivor of 
them, or the executors or administrators of such survivor, shonld, at their 
or his discretion, sell the property. On the 16th of June one of the two 
trustees, who had not acted, executed a disclaimer of the estates devised 
to him, and renounced the office of trustee, and the next day the other 
trustee, who had acted, but who desired to retire, executed a deed 
whereby he declared that he retired from the trusteesbip, and, as such 
retiring trustee, did thereby appoint the widow of the testator a trustee of 
the will in his place. And by the same deed he conveyed the property to 
her. Fry, J., held that the appointment wes valid. He did not mean to 
say that the appointment of a single trustee was one which the conrt 
would have sanctioned or one which ought to have been made, but he 
thought it was within the words of section 27, which were not limited to 
an appointment ofthe same number of trustees as were originally appointed, 
and the section gave to the trustees, who were appointed under it, the 
game powers as were possessed by the original trustees, If the widow and 
another person had been appointed under the power, and she had been the 
survivor, she could have exercised the trust for sale, and that being so, it 
would be absurd that she should not be able to exercise it when she alone 
was appointed. The decision of Jessel, M.R., in In re Cunningham's Contract 
( Weekly Notes, 1877, p. 258), confirmed his lordship in his conclusion.— 
— Ashurst, Morris, § Co. ; Clarke, Woodcock, § Ryland ; Rogers & 





Brit or Satze—RecistRaTion—Time—Bitxs or SAE Act, 1882, 8. 8— 
Rerrosrgorive Esrect.—In the case of Hickson v. Darlow, before Fry, J., 
on the 1st inst. (referred to ante, p, 208), the question arose whether section 8 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1882, is retrospective in its operation. The action 
was re toset aside a bill of sale executed more than seven days before 
the 1st of November, 1882, the day on which the Act of 1882 came into 
operation, The action was brought by the grantor. The deed was not 

- The omission to register would not, as has been already decided, 
under the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, affect the validity of the deed 
as between the parties, But the 8th section of the Act of 1882 
provides that every bill of sale shall be registered within seven days 
after its execution, otherwise it shall be yoid, Fry, J., gai that Acts of 
Parliament, especially where they alter the rights of were not to 
be construed retrospectively unless it was clear that thie was intended, One 
reason for not jruing this Act r ively was that, inasmuch as 
seven days from the date of execution was limited as the time for regis- 


tration, there would be no opportunity now for the holder to set the matter 
right. It was true that in the 3rd section there was some indication, by an 
exception of bills registered before the Act, that the Act was to be retro. 
spective in this respect. But that inference was not sufficient to enable him 
to disregard an otherwise clear rule of construction, He, therefore, held the 
bill was not avoided by want of registration as between the parties.— 
Soxicrtors, Collyer-Bristow § Co. ; Gregory, Roweliffes, § Co. 





Company—SpreciaL Resotution — Vatipiry — Demanp oF Pot— 
Companigs Act, 1862, 8. 51.—In a case of In re The Phenix Electric Light 
and Power Company, before Fry, J., on the 2ad inst., a question arose as to 
the validity of a special resolution passed by a meeting of the shareholders in 
a company to wind up the company voluntarily. Section 51 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, provides that at any meeting held for the purpose of passing a 
special resolution, ‘unless a poll is demanded by at least five members, a 
declaration of the chairman that the resolution bay been carried shall be 
deewed conclusive evidence of the fact.” In the present case a special 
resolation to wind up voluntarily was put to a meeting, and an amendment 
was proposed in favour of a compulsory winding up. On a show of hands the 
amendment was carried. Ths chairman then stated that a poll was demanded, 
and a poll was taken at once, the result wey: that the amendment was lost, 
The original resolution was afterwards put by the chairman, and on a show 
of hands he declared it to be carried. No demand for a poll was then made, 
Ata second meeting the resolution was confirmed. It was contended that 
the demand for the poll on which the amendment was lost was not validly 
made, and that consequently the resolution to wiod up voluntarily was not a 
valid resolution. Fry, J., held that the resolution was valid. He said that sec. 
tion 51 required that at least five members should make the demand, and the 
question was whether five members did demand a poll, The result of the 
evidence, in his lordship’s opinion, was thatfive members who were present at 
the meeting had agreed that they would demand a poll if it should be necessary, 
and that this was communicated to the chairman. They were present at the 
meeting, and they in no way receded from their intention. In this state of things 
his lordship thought that the chairman was justified in saying that a poll was 
demanded. But it was urged that it was necessary that the five members 
should themselves publicly demand a poll. In his lordship’s view that was 
not necessary; it was sufficient if the wish of five members present at the 
meeting was communicated to the chairman and announced by him. If it was 
challenged, of course it must be shown that five members present did make 
the demand, but in the present case no one had challenged the chairman’s 
statement.—Soxiorrors, Longeroft d: Myers ; Freshfields & Williams. 





Witt—Brquest For CHARITABLE Purposes 11 Scottanp—ScHEME— 
Application to Scorcn Court—ATTorRNEY-GENERAL.—In a case of Yeates 
v. Fraser, before Fry, J., on the 3rd inst., a question arose as to the proper 
person to make an application to the Court of Session in Scotland to settle a 
scheme for the application of a bequest to trustees for the benefit of the blind 
in a Scotch county. The surviving trustee of those appointed by the testator 
declined to act, but he contended that liberty should be given to him to apply to 
the Scotch court to settle a scheme. The Attorney-General, on the other hand, 
contended that the liberty to make the application ought to be given to him. 
Fry, J., held that the liberty to. make the application to the Scotch court ought 
to be given to the Attorney-General. If the liberty was given to the defend. 
ant there was nothing to compel him to proceed, whereas the Attorney-General 
was a public officer who had a continuity of existence, and had a duty to the 
public to perform. It would be more convenient to appoint him.—Soxici: 
tors, Drake, Son, § Parton ; Hare & Co. 





Suares—PLepGe—-BLANK TRaNsFER—Power or PLEDGEE,—In a case of 
France v. Clark, before Fry, J., on the 5th inst,, a question arose as to the 
effect of a blank transfer of shares, deposited by the registered owner, with the 
certificates, by way of security for money advanced to him by the depositee. 
On the 10th of February, 1881, the plaintiff, who was the registered owner of 
ten fully paid-up shares in a bank, borrowed £150 from Clark, depositing with 
him as security the certificates of the shares and also a transfer executed by 
the plaintiff, but having the name of the transferee and the date of execution 
left in blank. Nothing was arranged as to the time when the £150 was to 
be repaid, and nothing was said as to the object or effect of the blank transfer. 
Soon afterwards Clark handed over the certificates and the blank transfer to 
Quihampton, es security for a sum of £250 which he had previously lent to 
Clark. In April, 1881, Clark died insolvent. On the'22nd of June, 1881, 
Quibampton filled up the transfer with his own name as transferee, and on the 
24th of June he sent it to the bank for registration. ‘The articles of asgociation 


of the bank did not require that transfers of shares should be made by deed, 


but they contained a provision that “all transfers of shares shall be sn 

to the approval of the directors.” The practice was to give this ap by 

means of the signature of one of the directors to the certificate which was 

issued to the transferee. Qn the 25th of June, on the receipt of the tranefer 

to Qaibampton, the bank sent a letter to the plaintiff informing him of the 

fact, and adding that, sf the transfer was correct, he neod not reply. The 

plaintiff then consulted his solicitors, and they, on the 27th of June, wrote to 

the bank, informing them that the plaintiff claimed the shares, and 

them not to register the transfer without further notice to the writers, and 00 

the same day the solicitors gave notice to Quibampton of the plaintiff's claim. 
fter these notices had been given, a certificate of the shares ho a 

Quih no was, on the 30th of June, signed by a director of the ba 

was retained by the bank, Qn the 15th of July, 1881, the plaintiff's 

tors tendered to Quiham the sum of £153 5s, 9d,, the amount 





original advance to the ] with interest up to that date. The tender was 
‘est up to: te. 


not accepted. The action was then brought against Clark’s admi and 
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Quibampton, claiming a re-transfer of the shares or payment of the amount 
due by the plaintiff to Clark’s estate on the security of the shares. Quihamp- 
ton insisted that be was entitled to hold the shares as a security for the larger 
amount due to him by Clark’s estate. Fry, J., held that the plaintiff was 
entitled to, what he claimed. He said that two questions arose. Virst, what 
was the effect of the deposit of the blank transfer of the shares with the certifi- 
cato of the shures ? Did it confer on Clark a power to sell the shares, or did it 
merely give him a right to complete his own title by registration, and to 
transfer the shares as mortgagee? n principle, his lordship was unable to 
gee why such a deposit should confet a power of sale. Asa general rule, the 
pawnee of chattels hed no right of sale, unless a time for redemption was fixed 
or hé had made a demand for payment. The law was so laid down by Mr. 
Justice Story in his work on Bailments, and his lordship saw no reason why 
the principle which applied to a pledge of physical chattels should not equally 

‘apply to a pledge of a chose in action. Ex parte Sargent (22 W. R. 815, 
L. R. 17 Eq. 278) did not determine the present question. The next qnestion 
was whether the defendant Quihampton acquired the legal title to the shares 
without notice of the plaintiff's claim, for, if he dii, he would have the better 
title to them. The facts showed that he did not. The legal title was not 
complete without the approval of the directors, and the dates showed that, 
before that approval was given, Quihampton bad notice of the plaintiff’s claim. 
Consequently, he had not made ont his title, and, on payment by the plaintiff 
of the £153 5s, 9d., he must do all acts necessary to procure a transfer of the 
sheres into the plaintiff's name.—Sottcrtors, Edward Smith § Co.; P. 
Wilkinson ; Tucker d: Lake. 

Listtep Company—WINDING-UP PEritION—IsJuNcTION.—In the case of 
Re Callao Bis Gold Company v. Shotburgh, before Chitty, J., on the 2nd 
inat.,.@ motion was made by the company for an interim injunction to 
restrain the defendant from presenting a petition for the winding up of the 
compapy. It appeared that the defendant had demanded of the company a 
sum for services rendered, and that the company disputed his claim. 
Although the company was admittedly solvent the defendant had threatened 
to present @ petition for its winding up. Cuurry, J., said that the company 


being indispotatly solvent, the threat to present 9 winding-up retition- 


shonld not have been made. He should therefore grant the injunction as 
asked, costa to be reserved until the trial of the action,—Soxicrrors, F. 
Heritage & Co. ; Trengrouse. 

Practice — Preritions — StaTeMent By Counset THAT Peririon 1s 
Orrosep.—In the case of In re The Capital Fire Assurance Association, 
before Chitty, J., on the 3rd inst, a question previonely agitated in the case 
of Inre The Devon and Cornwall Electric Light and Power Company, before his 
lordebip during the preceding week, as to taking petitions as unopposed, 
notwithstanding the assertion at the bar that they were opposed, was again 
considered. Cutty, J., said that he had consulted the Master of the Rolls 
with respect to the procedure on this point, and that he had fonnd that his 
own experience as to the trae rule was corroborated by the Master of the 
Rolls. The rule was that, with respect to petitions, the mere statement by 
counsel that a petition was opposed was sufficient, unless the opposite 
side should say that the opposition was made merely for delay, when the 
common course was for the judge to ask counsel to state shortly his 
grounds for opposing the petition, The statement of counsel that a petition 
was opposed usually passed unchallenged, but if it were challenged the 
court could determine the question whether the opposition was or was not 
a mere pretext, or, if it wished, the court could forthwith hear the petition 
—not, of course, treating it as unopposed, nor making any order which 
would prejadice a respondent—but making, in ita discretion, any order 
whatsoever which the ciroumstances of the case seemed, in the discretion 
of the court, to require.—Soticirors, W. F. Nokes; Lee § Grahame ; 
Walls, Abbott, & Martin; Field, Roscoe, § Co. ; Beall § Co.; A. 8. Jonas, 


Witt—Dovste LecAcy—SuxstirvrionaL oR CuMULATIVE.—In the case 
of Re Gwynne, deceased, Lloyd v. Thomas, before Chitty, J., on the 5th inat., 
a testator by his will gave an sanuity of £10, free of legacy duty, payable 
half-yearly, and « legacy of £30 to T. 8. for life, and after his death he gave 
the same annvity to his trustees upon trust for E. §., the wife of T. 8., for 
life, and after her death upon trust for her children during their lives and 
the life of the survivor. The testator, by a codicil, after stating, ‘‘ whereas 
Ihave given by my said will unto T. S. a legacy of £30, as well as an 
annuity of £10,” directed ss follows :—‘‘ Now, I do bereby revoke the said 
legacy of £30, ag also the said annuity of £10, and instead thereof I do 
hereby bequeath unto the said T. S. a legacy of £70, aleo an anntity of £20 
per annum for and during the term of bis life, to be paid half-yearly, and 
from and after his death T give the same annuity unto KE. 8. for her life, and 
after the deaths of T. S. and H. 8,, I direct that the gaid annuity of £20 
shall be paid uoto and between the obildren of T, 8, and E, 8., and if there 
shall be but one, then to such one child.” T. 8, having died, it was con- 
tended on behalf of E. 8. and her children that the annuity of £20 was 
cnmulative and not substitutional, the recital in the codici ae the 
subsequent revocation, ao as to make it extend only to the annuity given by 
the willto T. 8. Cutty, J., said that the annuities of £10 and £20 were 
each settled in a manuer sufficiently similar to enable him to hold that the 
revocation in the codicil was a revocation of the annuity of £10 throughout 
all its limications. The previous recital was not by itself sufficient to confine 
the revocation to the Fein © ey to T. §.—Soricitors, Crosse § Bons, 
for Barker & Morris, > A, R Steele, for A, Lloyd, Carmarthen ; 
Pritchard & Sons, 
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Willey, In re Wright, before the Chief Judge on the 5th inst., the question 
arose whether the court has power in the case of a composition to order a 
creditor to be brought up for examination under section 96, and to commit 
him for contempt upon his refusing to be sworn. The creditor had proved 
his debt in the composition, and the application was made by the debtor 
pee ge h a trustee had been appointed. The county court judge of 
Bradford held that he had jurisdiction to make such an order, and did so 
prego A The creditor appealed. Bacon, C.J., said that the it of 
the appellant rested entirely on « critical examination of the words of the 
statute, and lost sight of the fact that there were several varieties of procedure 
in bankruptey. Here one of the creditors had come in‘ under the composi- 
tion to prove his debt, and that was nd enough forthe court to direct an 
investigation. He could not have the sinallest doubt that the statate did 
éffect the object which it had in view—viz., the equitable administration of 
the estate. Appeal dismiesed with costs.—Soxnicrrors, Layton ¢ Jacques, 
for Watson & Dickons, Bradford; Prior, Bigg, Church, & Adams, for 
Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford. 


Practic&e—PETITION—ADJOURNMENT INTO CHAMBERS--TRUsTEE RELIEF 
Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 96), s. 2.—Masters’ Anottrion Act, 1852 (15 
& 16 Vict. c. 80), ss. 26, 27—Cons. Orp. 35, m. 1.—In the case of Jn re 
Moates’ Trust, before Chitty, J., oa the 3rd inst, a trust fund having 
been paid into court, under the Trustee Relief Acts, by the trustees of a will, 
a petition was presented, under section 2 of the Trustee Relief Act, 1847, by 
parties interested, for an inquiry as to the persons entitled, and for payment 
out to the persons found to be so entitled. When the petition came on for 
hearing the question arose whether, the inquiry having been ordered, the 
farther hearing of the petition could be proceeded with in chambers. Currry, 
J., said that the present case could be distinguished from Frodsham v. 
Frodsham (L. R. 15 Ch. D. 317), where the application was not by petition nor 
by motion, bat by summons in chambers. Here the proceedings had been 
properly instituted by petition, and the court, therefore, had jurisdiction, 
under the Masters’ Abolition Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 80), ss. 26, 27, to 
adjourn the petition into chambers.—Sonicrrors, Wilde, Berger, Moore, & 

tlde. , 


PowsERs—TESTAMENTARY APPOINTMENT—LAPSE—WILLS Act, & 33,—In 
the case of Holyland v. Lewin, before Chitty, J., on the 6th inat., a question 
was raised as to the decision in Griffiths v. Gale (12 Sim, 327), where 
Shadwell, V.C,, in 1844, decided that the 33rd section of the Wills Act did 
not apply to a testamentary exercise of a special power of appointment, but that 
the property purported by the ancestor’s will to have been appointed to a son 
or other issue, who were the objects of the power, went over to the objects by 
the instrament creating the power entitled to take in default of appointment. 
It was submitted that the reasons given by Shadwell, V.C., in support of ‘his 
judgment had been dissented from by Wood, V.C,, in 1856, in the case of 
Ecoles v. Cheyne, where it was decided that the dectrine in the former case was 
not applicable to the exercise of general powers, and it was also contended that 
the distinction made by the two cases between special and general P soled of 
appointment, as affected by the Wills Act, bad heen shaken, if not destroyed, 
by the recent decision of the Master of the Rolls in the case of Freme v. 
Clement (L. R. 18 Ch. D. 499). Curry, J., said that the distinction in question 
had been acted upon for a long period of years and was ized by all the 
text-writers, including the high authority of Lord St. Leonards. It was now 
too late for a court of first instance to disturb a principle which was estab- 
lished thirty-nine years ago, and in accordance with which wills had been made, 
property had passed, and counsel had advised. He also thought that it should be 
observed that if the pro were to be held to pess under the special power, 
the operation of the 33rd section of the Wills Act would be to give the 
to strangers to the instrument creating the power—namely, the legal re 
sentatives of the predeceased appointees, He was of opinion that the right 
course for the court was to adopt the decision of Shadwell, V.C., and give 
judgment in accordance with it.—Soxicrrors, Field, Roscoe, & Co,, for R. § 
G. Toller & Sons, Leicester ; Lee, Ockerbury, § Everington, for J. ¢ A. Bright, 
Nottingham ; W. W. Wynne; H. Montagu. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES, 
Hieu Court oF Justice.—Quzen’s Bencu Drvisiox. 
(Before Potzock, B., and Manisty, J.) 
Feb. 1.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 

This was an application against a solicitor to answer the matters in an 
affidavit which contained the following statements :—That in November, 
1880, a person instructed a solicitor to bring an action for wages, and paid 
— agreement, £12 for costs, which the solicitor said would be sufficient, 
whe 


for £30, besides 

a d wy Fy ag? 
was said, by the client, — 
e 


nd got judgm 


when the client agreed to 

ob apt he sod iS roan bien ee 
in 

Poco moved, ou an afivit of tan 

grave ciroumatances of 8 ; 

granting these applications 
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done all in his power; and here he might have applied for an order to 
compel the solicitor to deliver his bill and an account. 


Feb. 5.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 

This was an application against a solicitor who had, it was said, made 
away with many thousands of pounds intrusted so him on behalf of a client. 
The.client bad, it was stated, intrasted him with various sums of money, 
amounting to the sum of £17,000, for the purpose of investment on 
mortgege ; and he had given a list of supposed mortgages, but none had 
been received by: the client, and he made away with the money and after- 
wards became bankrupt, and returned the execators of the client (then dead) 
as his creditors for about £15,000. He was apprehended, tried, and found 
guilty ; but the Court for Crown Cases set aside the verdict, on the ground 
that the case did not come within the 76th section of the statute (the 
Larceny Act), under which he was indicted. 

W. Murray moved for a rule calling upon the solicitor to answer the 
matter, desoribing it as “one of the grossest cases of fraud that had ever 


The Courr granted a rule nisi. 
. Feb. 5.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 

Greenfield made @ similar application against a solicitor, who, it was 

stated, bad received money to satisfy a claim for costs, and had not 


accounted for it. 
The Court in this case also granted a rule nisi.—Times. 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the ugual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the Ist inst., the 
following being present—viz., Mr. Boodle (chairman), and Mesers. Des- 
borongh, jan., Hedger, Styan, and Williamson, and A. B. Carpenter 
(seerstary), a grant of £5 was made to the daughter of a non-member, and 





LAW CRICKET CLUB. 


The annual smoking concert in connection with this club took place at 
Anderton’s Hotel, on Friday last, the chair being taken by R. E. Webster, 
-» Q.C. There was a large attendance of members of both branches of the 

profession. A capital programme was provided, especially noticeable 
ing the glees rendered by Messrs. Brown, Lawrence, Rumford Williams, 
and James, while, of the soloists, the most hearty applause was accorded to 
the chairman, who sang Dibdin’s “‘ Blow high, blow low,” and “The anchor’s 
weighed,” and to Mr. Conrath for ‘‘ Songs of the summer night.” During 
the interval in the programme, Mr. Webster addressed the members of the 
club, prefacing his remarks by stating the pleasure it gave him, as one of the 
earliest members of the club, to preside that evening and to be able to announce 
after much negotiation, the committee had been able to secure a lease of 
the club ground at Willesden Green for several years, for the difficulty in 
getting an available ground within a reasonable distance of London was now 
@ very great one. At the same time, he hoped that, as the club would 
have to pay a largely increased rent, all members of their profession 
who took an interest iu their noble game would give the club their 
hearty support. There was nothing, he said, better adapted than clubs of this 
kind to foster that feeling of brotherhood between members of their profes- 
sion, which everyone should ecdeavour to stimulate, and, from a cricket 
point of view, it was this same habit of being constantly associated together 
which made a team what it ought to be, and showed our men now in 
to be what all trae English cricketers believed them to be— 
invincible. After some farther advice as to a projected tour next summer, 
Mr. Webster said be would spare no pains himself, and he appealed to each 
individual member of the club to do all in his power, to augment the ranks 
a0 that by the next smoking concert his friend Mr. Romer, who 
had that evening promised to preside, might be able to announce that the 
number of members had increased from 154 to a figure more nearly repre- 
senting what the of a clab composed of members of the legal 
profession should be. We are glad to learn from the secretary (Mr. W. Hayes, 
66, Great Rassell-street, W.C.) that already, since the concert, a great number 
of new members are down for election. 


HF 


E 





MANCHESTER LAW CLERKS’ FRIENDLY SOCIETY. 
A banquet was held in connection with this society on iy evening, 


Pebraary 3, at the Crown Hotel, Booth-street. The James 
Lythgoe {one of the original members of the the chair. 
After the usaal loyal toasts, the ex-president, Mr. D, R. Davies (Court of 
Record) proposed ‘‘The Bench, the Bar, »” which was 
responded to by Mr. Tacker, solicitor.—In proposing the the even- 
ing, “ to the Manchester Law Clerks’ Friendly Society,” the 


of the Manchester Law Association as far back as 1846, The manner in 
which Mr. Beever’s remarks were received, and some commun: after. 
wards made to him, left no doubt in his mind that if such a society, oon. 
stituted on unobjectionable principles and comprising a sufficient number of 
members, were established in Manchester, it would meet with the cordial 
support of the solicitors practising in the district. Mr. Beever accordingly 
issued a circular to the clerks to barristers, and solicitors within the limits of 
the Manchester Law Association, and also to the clecks in public law 
offices. In response to that circolar a preliminary meeting was 
held in the Law Society’s rooms, Norfolk-street, on the Ist of 
May, 1848, when the society was formed, having for its objecte—first, 
a general benefit fund for provision in sickness, superannuation, and 
death of a member, or the death of a member's wife or widow ; secondly, a 
casual fund to afford assistance to the members and their widows, in addi. 
tion to the benefit fund, by loans and donations; also to relieve dis. 
tressed Jaw clerks not being members, and their widows and families, 
These latter objects were now somewhat varied, but the sab. 
sequent success and usefulness of the society had fully justified 
Mr. Beever’s philanthropic efforts. He was the society’s first trustee and 
continued its firm friend, not severing his connection with it until 1872, when 
he retired from the profession. Mr. Beever’s former partner, the late Mr, 
Darwell, bequeathed to the society £100, and the firm with which they were 
both connected were still generous subscribers to the fands. Another 
pleasing fact in connection with the society was that its meetings had 
invariably been held at the Law Library, and never at a public-house ; con- 
sequently the funds had not been spent in drink. Since its start 310 members 
had passed through the books, of whom 21 had died, and their families had 
been benefited by the funeral allowances. A large sum had also been paid on 
the deaths of members’ wives or widows, It was gratifying to know that the 
society had from its commencement, and still, received the generous support 
of the profession, no less a sum than £2,850 having been received from that 
source alone, The members’ subscriptions for the whole period amounted to 
nearly £5,000, and the interest from investments to over £2,000. On the 
other hand, nearly £2,000 had been paid in sick allowance and a considerable 
additional amount in superannuation allowance, while the death claims 
absorbed a sum of nearly £1,300, All would admit that the success of the society 
had been very marked and satisfactory, and it was a source of pleasure to be 
able to record it. The committee had, however, to look at the prospect of 
future heavy superannuation claims in consequence of the earlier mem 
now growing old together, and likely therefore to require all the benefits which 
the society afforded, and with this view the committee had felt it a 
in their last report, to urge the continuance of outside assistance. 
actuary whom they consulted in 1880, whilst considering that the society might 
continue to work on its then existing lines until the next quinquennial 
period, urged that the committee should carefully watch the society, and 
maintain the subscription list at its normal condition at least. In conclusion, 
the chairman wished the society prosperity in the future. The toast was 
responded to by Mr. George Halliday (Messrs. Diggles & Ogden), another of 
the original members of the society. Other toasts followed. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 
The following candidates were successful at the Iutermediate Examination 
held on the 18th of January, 1883 :-— 


Ascroft, Robert Walker, B.A, 
Bailey, David James 


Ciark, Herbert William 
Clark, Richard Walter 


Bailey, John Robert Clark, James 
Bailey, William Clifton, William Charles 
Barker, Thomas William Collie, Arthur 


Barnes, Edward Daniel 

Barnett, Abraham 

Baxter, Harold 

Baxter, Richard Walter 

Bayley, Frederick William 
Bayley, Vernon Batthyany Fector 


Corner, Arthur James 

Cotton, John Thomas 

Cox, Frank Lockhart, B.A. 

Crawhall-Wilson, ‘Thomas Fothergill 
Wilson, B.A. 

Crosby, Arthur Bargess, B.A. 


Beevor, Thomas Preston Cutler, Herbert Lygon 

Beldon, Albert Dawson, Percy 

Birkett, Arthur Day, Edward Francis 

Bond, Ernest John Dealey, Thomas William Bannerman 


Doke, William 


Bourne, Aubrey George 
Danne, Jobn Joseph 


Bow Charles William Whateley 
B e Edwards, George Thomas 
Brightman, William Henry Edwards, Philip Harris 


Brown, Arthur Llewellyn Jenkyn, ra ar, Robert Henr 
B.A, t, Ernest B 


Brown, Thomas Arnold Jenkyn Eyres, William George 
Burmester, John Alfred Farrer, Herbert Willia 

Bart, John Andrew Fedden, Robert Edmund Lee 
Burton, Arthar Ernest Flox, Charles Weston Langley 
Campbell, John Andrew Fonblanque, Arthur Frank de 


Fowler, James Frank 
Francis, Richard Harold 
Gale, William Henry 
Gibson, Thomas Edward 





Goss, Edgar Oliver 
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Gradwell, Joseph 
Grant, 


Harling, Cowper Ernest’ 
Hartland, Joseph Bullen 
Heard, Percy Kemp 

Hillman, Artbur Eiward Elers 
Hilton, John Samuel 

Hirst, John Fawcett 
Hollinshead, Edward 

Holmes, Arthrr Thomas, B.A. 
Holmes, so 

htoo, Edmun 

Hosted, Joseph 

Howarth, Robert 

Hunt, Thomas 

Hatchings, Thomas William Bishop 
Jenniogs, Richard 

Jewes, William John 

Johnson, Edward Ranks 

Jones, George Pugh 

Keith, Frederick Walter Hugh, B.A. 
Kemble, Arthur Twiss 
Kennett, Alfred Montague 
Kent, John Stanley 

Kettle, William Cooke, B.A. 
Ladell, William Nethercote 
Lafone, Harold, B.A. 

Landor, Richard Henry, B.A, 
Laurence, Arthur Mitchell 
Leeder, John Nott Viner 
Leonard, Herbert Longman 
Longeden, Henry William 

Lord, William Dawber 

Mace, Harry Buckler 

Macturk, Kenneth Thomas 
Malim, Arthur Wentworth 
Margetson, Leonard Charles 
Marshall, Harry Oswald 
Martin, Herbert James 
Mason, Edward Walter 


Moir, Macrae 

Morley, Haydn Arthur 

Oliver, George Claridge 

Osler, Richard Smith, B. A. 
Parkin, Frederick 

Peachey, Edmund James 
Peacock, George Arthur 

Porter, George Joseph Bayspool 
Proctor, Ernest 


Prudence, William Fletcher 
Radcliffe, Joseph Anthony 


George Reginald 
Hammond, Samuel Charles Simpson, Rathbone, Sydney Cathbert 
B.A 


Ravenor, William Graham Albert 
Reynolds, Henry Revell, B. A. 
Richardson, Frank 

Robinson, William James 
Robson, William Goodfellow, B.A. 
Roderick, William Buckley 
Rowland, Theophilus James 
Sansom, Samuel George Claydor 
Shearman, John Edgell 

Shenton, Chaloner 

Simeon, Hugh Barrington, B.A. 
Sismey, Thomas Boulton 

Stark, William 

Smith, Charles Frederick Elliott 
Smith, John Jeffreys 

Smith, Thomas James 
Springmann, Paul, B.A. 

Stacey, Edward 

Street, William Daniel 

Streetly, George 

Sutton, Gilbert 

Sweny, Charles Henry 

Tabram, William John 

Taylor, George William 

Thomas, Henry 

Thompson, Ephraim 

Tippetts, Arthur Stewart 

Todd, William 

Townsend, Sydney Robert Maurice 
Travis, William Parkes 
Troughton, Edwin Henry 
Tweed, Henr 

Walker, Charles Seddon 

Walker, George Beaumont 
Walsh, Jobn Porteous Sebastian 
Watson, William Thomas 

Webb, Harry, B.A. 
Webb, Jobn Llewellyn 

Wheat, John Bristowe, B.A. 
Wightman, Edgar 

Williams, Alfred Charles 
Williams, Alfred William 
Willoughby, Frederick, B.A, 
Winch, Henry 
Winser, John Reginald Lane 
Woodhead, Ernest Edwin 
Woodhouse, Philip John 

Wray, Harry 

Yewdall, George 


FrnaL EXxamInaTIon. 


The following candidates were successful at the Final Examination held 


on the 16th and 17th of January, 1883 :— 


Addenbrooke, Hubert John 
Allward, James 
Arthur, John Daniel 
Bailey, George 
Barber, William Henry 
Ernest Pemberton, B. A. 
Bateson, Harold Dingwall, B.A. 
Battcock, Arthur Henry, B.A. 
Bennett, Ralph 
wistle, Thomas Robinson - 
Bigg, George Ashburner 
burn, George Herbert 
Blagrove, Elwin Peter 
Bloomer, Charles Edw 
Arthur , 
und, Marwood Leonard Boyd 
Brayshaw, John Lund 
8, Hugh Mottram 
brah 


am 
Bryson, Charles Henry, B.A, 
Bart, Walter Henry ” 
» Charles 
» Sidney Bazalgette 
ck, Rawi 
win 
Gee 
Creery, John ” 


Jobn Ryland 
Davies, David é 
Dawbarn, — Climenson 

Charles, B.A, 


Dey: Wyatt 
t William Herman, B.A. 


Harold 


Yelverton 


Eastwood, Thomas Crossley, B.A. 
Edwards, George Lucien 
Ellison, Osborne James, LL.B. 
Evans, Richard Watson, B.A. 
Evans, Samuel Thomas 

Farrar, Harry 

Fanlkner, Frank Walker 

Firth, William 

Fisher, John Edward 

Fitter, Matthew Alexander 
Fletcher, Barten 

Fox, Robert Eyes 

Garraway, Arundel Hill 

Gateley, Stephen 

Geake, ‘Thomas Henry 

Gibson, Joseph 

Goddard, Churles Edward 
Goldthorpe, John Archibald Kenyon 
Gover, John Jullian, B.A., LL.B. 
Green, Frederic Lyttleton 

Green, John Alfred Henderson 
Greenep, Edmund George 
Greensill, Thomas Gripton 
Greenwood, John 

Gurney, Thomas Alfred, B.A, 
Haines, Alan George, B.A. 

Lat ie George Everard 
Harland, George Brighton, LL.B. 
Harris, William Henry 

Harris, William Manning 

Hart, William Tibbetts 

Harte, Edward Charles 

Hatt, John Julius 

Headley, Edwin Marshall 
Hemsley, Henry Morley 


of 


Hendy, Richard 

Hill, Henry Barrett Grosvenor 
Hill, Richard Frederick 
Hodding, John Edward 
Hodges, Augustus Rolfe 
Holah, Arthur 

Holmes, Ralph Sheriton 
Hood, Godfrey Charles 
Hoyle, Henry 

Hughes, George Charles 
Hard, Ernest William 
Ingham, John Arthur 
Ingleby, Holcombe, B. A. 
Jacks, Robert 

Jackson, Herbert Edward 
Jackson, John Starkie 

Jacob, Joha Hier 

James, Henry Percival 
Jaques, Edwin Howard 
Jerome, Charles 

John, William 

Jordan, William Frederick Cartwright 
Keppell, George ‘Thomas 
Knowles, Charles Henry Gough 
Latham, William 

Ledsam, Daniel Breay 
Linaker, Arthur 

Littledale, Willonghby Aston, B.A. 
Littlewood, Harry Bramley 
Lown, Richard Drury 

Ludlow, Henry Sutton 

Mace, Joseph Munn 

Marriott, Frederick William 
Marsh, Robert 

Marshall, Edwin Ernest 
Meggy, Charles 

Merriman, Harry Mowbray 
Morgan, Frederick Beaumont 
Neve, Arthur Henry 
Newman, Jobn 

Newton, Thomas 

Nicholson, Henry James 
Pavitt, Arthur, Bachelier de Droit 
(Paris) 

Pearson, Frederick Thomas 
Pearson, Robert 

Pemberton, Arthur 

Perkins, Henry Thomas 
Perkins, Robert Benning, B.A. 
Perks, Walter 

Pickup, Richard 

Potter, John Charles 
Poultney, Edward William 
Prance, William Rooke 
Propert, Mortimer David 


No student admitted after 








Rameey, Robert William 
Raphael, Ralph 

Raven, Henry Baldwin, B.A. 
Rhys, Rees John Thomas 
Ro , Frederick Richard 
Robinson, Frederick Dixon 
Rose, William Grant 


Ram Leeas 
Russell,’ William Barker, LL.B. 


Saunders, William Augustus 

Schacht, Henry, B.A. 

Scott, Harry 

Searle, James Edgell 

Shirley, Lewis James 

Smith, Charles Edward 

Smith, Henry Asheton, M.A. 

Snow, William Elliot 

Soady, Sidney John, B.A. 

Southern, Walter 

Stoker, William Henry 

Stoneham, Frederic Willian 

Storey, John 

Sugden, Robert John 

Swift, William Percy 

Symonds, William Pope 

Taylor, Cecil Bainbridge 

Taylor, Thomas Litton, B.A. 

Templer, Charles Srang ways 

Thompson, George Gilchrist 

Thomson, John Robson 

Tarnbull, Rivers Montagu, B.A. 

Turner, Robert 

7 Henry Richard Blomfield, 
A 


Twyford, Robert James 

Usher, Herbert 

Walker, Herbert Hirst Ramsden 
Watkins, Richard John 

Webber, John Francis 

Weeks, William Self 

Weller, George 

Welsb, William Henry 
Wetherell, Tom 

Whatton, Hugh de Heriz 
Whiston, William Waller 

White, Robert Forteseue Moresby 
eel Henry Croxali 


Winearls, Henry Martin 
Woodbridge, Frank 
‘Woodd, Henry Sillick 
Young, Norwood Crichton 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Easter Examination, 1883. 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 
The attention of students is requested to the following rules :— 
No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, shall receive from 
the council the certificate of fitness for call to the bar required by the four 
Inns of Court, unless he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz. (1) Roman law; (2) the law of real and personal 
property ; (3) common law ; and (4) equity. 
the 31st of December, 1872, shall be examined 
for call to the bar until he shall have kept nine terms ; except that stadents 
admitted after that day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 
An examination will be held in March next, to which a stadent of any of 
the Inns of Court, who ia desirous of becoming a candidate for a certificate 
of fitness for being called to the bar, will be admissible, 
Each student proposing to submit himeelf for examination will be required 
to enter his name, personally or by letter, at the treagarer’s or 
office of the Inn of Court to which he belonge, on or before Saturday, 
day of March next; and he will further be required to state ia 
whether his object in offering himself for examination is to obtain a 
certificate preliminary to a call to the bar ; or whether he ie merely desirous 
the examination in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 
he examination will commence on Tuesday, the 13th day of March 
next, and will be continued on the Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday 
following. 
It will take place in the hali of Lincoln’s-inn, and the doors will be closed 
ten minates after the time appointed for the commencement of the 
examination. 
The examination by printed questions will be condected in the 
order :—Tueaday morning, 13th of March, at ten uutil one, on the law of real 
and personal property ; Wednesday morning, 14th of March, at ten until one, 
on common law ; Thureday morning, 15th of Marob, at ten antil one, on 
equity ; Friday morning, 16th of Marob, at ten until one, on Roman law, 
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The oral examination will be conducted in the order, on the day, and on 
the same subjects, as above appointed for the examination by printed 


q 

The examiner in the law of real and personal will examine in 
the following subjects :—The elementary principles of the law of real and 

» with reference chiefly to the treatises of Mr. Joshua 

Williams on those subjects, and the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the following subjects :— 
(1) The law of contracts ; (2) the law of torts; (3) criminal law ; (4) the 
procedure in the Queen's Bench Division of the High Court of Justice. 
, Soon will be expected to know general and elementary principles of 

w. 

The examiner in eqaity will examine in the following subjects : — 
(1) Trosts ; (2) . 

Candidates will be examined in the above-mentioned gubjecte. 

The examivers in Roman law will examine in the Institutes of Justinian, 
Books T. and II. ; Book III., title 13 to the end of the book; Book IV., 
titles 1 to 5 inclusive. 


Trinity Examination, 1883. 
Examination of Candidates for Studentships, Honours, and Pass Certificates, 


The attention of students is requested to the following rules :— 

As an encouragement to students to study jurisprudence and Roman law, 
twelve studentships of one hundred guineas each shall be established, and 
divided equally into two classes ; the first class of studentships to continue for 
two years, and to be open for competition to any student as to whom not more 
than four terms shall have elapsed since he kept his first term ; and the second 
class to continue for one year only, and to be open for competition to any 
student, not thea already entitled to a studentship, as to whom not less than 
four and not more than eight terms shall have elapsed since he kept his first 
term ; two of each class of sach studentships to be awarded by the council, on 
the recommendation of the committee, after every examination before Hilary 
and Trinity Terms respectively, to the two students of each set of competitors 
who shall bave passed the best examination in both jurisprudencs and Roman 
law. Bat the committee shall not be obliged to recommend any studentship 
to be awarded if the result of the examination be such as in their opinion .avt 
to justify such recommendation. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, shall receive from the 
council the certificate of fitness for call to the bar required by the four Inns of 
Court unless he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the following 
subjects—viz. (1) Roman law; (2) the law of real aud personal property ; (3) 
common Jaw ; and (4) ity. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, shall be examined for 
ea)l to the bar until he shall have kept nine terms ; except that students ad- 
mitted after that day shall bave the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terme. 

An examisation will be held in May next, to which a student of any of the 
Tans of Court, who is desirous of becoming a candidate for a studentship, or 
honours, or of obtaining a certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, will 
be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination will be required 
to enter bis name, personally or by letter, at the treasurer’s or steward’s 
office of the Inn of Court to which he belongs, on or before Monday, the 23rd 
dsy of April next, and he will farther be required to state in writing 
whether his object in offering himself for examination is to for 
studentsbip or bonours, or of obtaining a certificate preliminary to 2 call to 
the bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the examination in 
Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will take place in the hall of Lincoln’s-inn, and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed for the commence- 
ment of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted in the following 
order :—Thursday and Friday, 3rd and 4th of May, at ten until one, and from 
two until five on each day, the examination of candidates for stadentships 
in jarispradence and Roman law. 

The examination of candidates for honours and pass certificates, and for 
pase in Roman law only, will take place as follows :—Taeeday morning, 8th 
of May, at ten, on real and personal property law ; Wednesday morning, 9th 
of May, st tev, on common law ; Thursday morning, 10th of May, at ten, on 
equity ; Friday morning, 11th of May, at ten, on jurisprudence and Roman 
= ; Fridsy afternoon, 11th of May, at two, on constitational law and legal 

istory. 

The oral examination will be condocted in the order, on the day, and on 
the same subjects, as above appointed for the examination by printed 
questions, 

Jurisprudence, International Law, and Roman Lau. 


jects -~—L, lostitates of Gains and Institutes of Justinian ; II. Digest, Book 
IL, title 14, “De Pactis;” Book XLIV., title 7, “ De Obligationibus ct 
Actionibus” ; 111. History of Roman law: IV. Principles of panies, 
with special reference to the of Bentham, Austin, and 3 Vv. 
Biements of international law ; VI. Principles of international law. 
will be examined in numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 


Candidates for = pass certificate will be examined in the [nstitutes of 
Jostiaian, Books 1. and IL. ; Book IIL., title 13, to the end of the book ; Book 
TV., tttles 1 to & inclusive 


The examiner in the lew of real and Property will examine in the 
following subjects --The elementary the law of real and 





for a pass certificate will be examined in the elements of the foregoing sub. 
jects ; candidates for honours will have a higher examination, 

The examiner in common law will examine in the following subjects:— 
{1) The law of contracts; (2) the law of torts; (3) criminal law; (4) the 
cedure in the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice. Candi. 
dates for a pass certificate will be expected to know general and elementary 
principles of law, From candidates for honours the examiner will require a 
more advanced knowledge of the application of those principles, and a know. 
ledge of leading decisions, , 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following subjects :—(1) Trusts; 
(2) mortgages; (8) tea performance ; (4) partition, Candidates for 
hononrs will be exam in all the above-mentioned subjects. Candidates 
for a pass certificate in those humbered 1 and 2 only. 
The examiners in constitutional law and legal history will examine. in the 
following books and subjects :—(1) Stubbs’ Constitational History of Eng. 
land ;, (2) Hallan's Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Laq ; 
(4) the priocipal State trials of the Stuart period; (5) the concluding chapter 
of Blackstone's Commentaries, being that ‘Oa the Progress of the Laws of 
England.” Candidates for honours will be examined in al] the above-mentione! 
books and subjects. 





CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The undermentioned gentlemen were called to the bar on the 26th ult, 
by the several Inns of Court :— 


Inner TempLe.—Albert Bassett Hopkins, M.A., London; Coldham Cramp 
Knight, M.A., Cambridge ; Francis Dumesnil Dawson, Oxford; John Willian 
Lodge, B.A., Cambridge ; Walter Lawrence, B.A., Oxford ; John Davenport 
Rogers, M.A., B.O.L., Oxford; Ernest Manley Smith, B.A., Oxford; 
Charles Pitcher Clarke, LL.B., Cambridge ; Clement Hemery Lindon, B.A., 
Oxford ; James Rochfort Maguire (Studentship 1st Claes, Trinity, 1879), M.A., 
Oxford ; George Stapylton Barnes, Oxford; Jobn Williams Cunliffe, B.A, 
Oxford; Thomas Shindler, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; Horace White, M.A, 
Oxford; Gerald Hardwicke Cowie, B.A., Cambridge; Frederick William 
Payne, LL.B., Cambridge ; Robert Parr, B.A,, Oxford; William Francis 
Bence-Jones, B.A., Oxford; John Duncnft, B.A., Cambridge; Edward 
Joshua Blackburn Scratton, B.A., Cambridge ; William Arnold Statham, 
B.A., London; Herbert Montagu Broughton ; Frederick William Payne, 
B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; William Charles Mactaggart, B.A., Cambriigs; 
Bertram Henry Latter, B.A., Oxford ; Edward Thomas Holden Devas, B.A., 
Cambridge; Lionel M’Mahon; William Moore Cann, B.A., Cambridga; 
Jobn Fonthill Rubie (Pupil Scholar in Common Law of [nner Temple,, Jaly, 
1882), B.A., Oxford ; Francis Joseph Ridgway, B.A., Oxford ; Josiah Ragland 
Thomas, B.A., Cambridge; Henry Bernard Isaac Vele; Leicester Morga 

Reed ; Benedict William Ginsburg, B.A., Cambridge; Robert Woodfall ; Jol 

Ignatios Morris ; and Alexander Jones David, Cambridge, Esqs. 


Mippie Tempie.—George Spencer Harris Gottlieb; Wilfred Hale Lewin, 
B.A., University College, Oxford ; Charles Croker Barton, Trinity Hall, Cam- 
bridge, B.A. ; William Woodman Graham, B.A., New College, Oxford ; George 
Michael Ballou; John Robert Duff; Arthur O'Connor, M.P.; Robert John 
Price, M.R.C,S.; William Evans Bottrill ; Charles Grant Logan, Edinburgh 
University ; Mancherji Dadabhai Dadysett, Bombay University; John 
Montefiore ; Francis Elmer Speed ; and William Ford, Esqs. 

The following scholarships were announced in hall :—Common Law,—A.H. 
Stewart, fifty guineas; C. J. Morris, twenty guineas. Real and Personal 
Property.—R. B, Morris, fifty guineas ; T. B, Cusac Smith, twenty guineas 
Equity.—L. J. Robertson, filty guineas; B, R. Wise, twenty gui 
International Law.—J. P. Creed, fifty guineas; J, M. Astbury, twent 
guineas, 

Lincotn’s Inn.—Christopher Hird Morgan, B.A., Cambridge ; Herbert 
Ross Webbe, B.A., Oxford; Arthur Henry Warden; Hugh Alston, B.A, 
Oxford (Lincoln’s-inn Scholarship in Equity, 1882); John Morris Stost, 
B.A., Cambridge (Lincoln’s-ian Scholarship in Real and Personal Propert 
Law, 1882); and Theodore Hall Hall, M.A., Oxford (Studentship in Jari 
prudence and Roman Civil Law, C.L.E., Hilary Term, 1881), Esqs. 


Grar’s Inn.— William Leigh Bernard, of the Irish Bar, Esq. 





UNIVERSITY OF LONDON, 
The following are liste of the candidates who have passed the receat 


examinations :— 
LL.D. Examination, 1883. 
Pass List. 
Hamilton, William Frederick,—Middle Temple. 
Napier, 1 homas Kateman,—Inner Temple. 


Lu.B. Examination, 1883, 
EXAMINATION vor Honours, 
Common Law and Equity, * 
Virst Class, 
Leonard, Robert.— Private stady. 


Second Class. 
Bennett, Arthur Henry.—Private tuition. 


InTemMEDIATR EXAMINATION 1n Laws, 1883, 
Examination yor Honours. 
Jurisprudence and Roman Law, 





treatises of Mr. Joshua W: on 
omen’s Property Act, 1862, Osndidates 


First 
Hart, Heber Leonidas.—Private tuition and stady. 
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Tookett, Richard Cl P 7 gg 
ic apeon.—Private study. 
fatowoll, Jomen Hotbert.—Uuiversity Ollege. 
Piper, Frederick William Howard.—Univerity College and private study. 


Third Clas, 
Arnold, Whately Charles,—Uviversity College. 
Stevens, eee, oe Church, Oxford. 
Hawkins wis Henry.—University College. 
Shera, Henry.—Weeley College, Sheffield, and private study. 
Parkes, Robert Byerley.—Private study. 
LEEDS LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at the Law Institute on Monday 
Ist, the Sth inst., E. M. Jones, Haq., solicitor, being in the chair. The 
gabject for debate was, ‘‘ Where a contract contains 4 condition for payment 
of 8 sum of money as liquidated damages for the breach of atipniations of 
varied importance, none of whioh is for payment of an ascertained sam of 
money, but of which one or more is or are of such a character that the 
damages must be small, will the sum named be treated at law as a 
penalty?” Messrs, H, P. Sugden and O, A, Brain supported the affirma- 
tive, and Messre. M. Stephenson, W. Moss, and W. Foster the negative. A 

number of cases, begioning with Astley v. Weldon (2 B. & P, 346), and 

ing with Wallis v. Smith (L. BR. 21 Ch. D, 243), were cited in the coarse 

of the arguments, and after a clear and able summing up by the chairman, 
the question was pat to the meeting and decided in the negative by o 
majority of one. A vote of thanks to Mr, Jones for presiding concluded the 


proceedinge. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. GEORGE WILLIAM READE. 

Mr, George William Reade, solicitor, of Congleton, died on the 22nd lt. 
Mr, Reade was born in 1828. He was admitted 9 solicitor in 1863, and he 
had practised for nearly thirty years at Congleton. He had a large private 
business, and he held some important appointments. He had been for 
many years clerk of indictments and deputy-clerk of asaize on the North 
Wales and Chester Circuit, and he was slso clerk of indictments at the 
Cheshire Quarter Sessions, He wag in partnership with Mr. Henry Lister 
Reade, the Associate of the North Wales and Chester Cironit. Mr. Reade 
[ al commissioner for Cheshire; he was a magistrate for the 

of Congleton, and was for some time chairman of the Congleton 


was @ 
boroug’ 
School Board, He held a commission as Major in the 5th Cheshire Rifle 
Volunteers. He was buried on the 25th ult, 


MR, RICHARD CLITHEROW. 


Mr. Richard Clitherow, solicitor, of Horncastle, died on the 12th ult., 
after @ long illness, at the age of seventy-five. Mr. Clitherow was born in 
1807. He was admitted a solicitor in 1833, and he had for nearly fifty 
years carried on an extensive practice at Horncastle, being associated in 

tnership with his younger brother, Mr. Robert Clitherow. He had been 
many years clerk to the county magistrates at Horncastle, and clerk to 
the ae for the Horncastle Sub-Division. He was also 
1 the Horncastle County Court (Cirouit No. 17), haying held the 

ever since the passing of the first County Courts Act. A few years 
sgo Mr. Olitherow bad an attack of paralysis, and hia strength had ever 
since been failing, and he had been for some time disabled from attending 
to his professional and official duties. He was buried on the 15th ult. 


eee 


MR, EDMUND HUMPHREY WOOLRYCH, 

Mr, Edmund Humphrey Woolrych, many years a metropolitan police magis- 
trate, died at Brighton on the 28th ult. Mr. Woolrych was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1839, and he formerly practised on 
the Home Cireuit. He held for several years the appointment of clerk to the 
Metropolitan Board of Works. In 1861 he was appointed a magistrate at the 
Thames Police Court, He was shortly afterwards transferred to Southwark, 
and afterwards to Westminster, where he presided till 1879, when failing 
health compen him to retire upon a pension. Mr, Woolrych was a magis- 
trate for Middlesex, and also for t, Essex, and Hertfordshire. 


MR, GORDON WHITBREAD, 
Mr. Gordon Whitbread, judge of the Clerkenwell Vounty Court, died at his 
Upper Wimpole-street, on the 29th ult., after a short illness, ut 
the age of sixty-eight. Mr, Whitbread was born in 1814, He was educated 
st Brasenose College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
Hilry Term, 1840, He formerly practised as an equity drafteman and 
Conveyancer, On Lord Fg gen Beep Lord Chan in 1868 he 
Spies Mr. Whisbrosd his Men appre: sd bes years lee. he 
him to succeed the late Mr. Henry Bagshawe, Q.0., as judge of the 
well County Court (Circuit No, 41), Mr. Whitbread presided at that 
Eisen Semon anf test Pues reo omen 
courteous » i e le an ng 
) pee be of advocates and suitors. He 
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MR, EDMUND HENRY HASWELL. 

Mr. Edmund Henry Haswell, solicitor (of the firm of Haswell & Marshall), 
died at Sunderland, on the 21st ult. Mr. Haswell was the son of Mr, John 
Haswell, of Sunderland, and was born in 1843. He served his articles with 
the late Mr. Moore, of Sunderland, and with Messrs. Johnson & Weatherall, 
of 7, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. He was admitted a solicitor in 1864, and 
he practised at Suoderland in partoership with Mr. John George M 
and he bad an extensive business, especially in connection with the 
interest. He had been for several years secretary to the River Wear Ship- 
builders’ Association. Mr. Haswell was also for nearly ten years a member of 
the Sunderland Town Council, representing St. Michael’s Ward. 


MR, HENRY GREY FABER. 


Mr. Henry Grey Faber, solicitor, town clerk of Stockton-on-Tees, died 
at that place on the 3rd inst. Mr. Faber was born in 1829. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1854, and had practised for nearly thirty years at 
Stockton. He was a perpetual commissioner for the County Palatine of 
Durham and the North Riding of Yorkshire, and he had been for many years 
town clerk of the borough. He was also clerk to the county and borough 
magistrates, to the Commissioners of Income Tax, to the Stockton Schoul 
Board, and to the Sab-Commigsioners of Tees Pilotage. His private practice in 
the town and district was very extensive. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE LUNACY ORDERS, 1883. 
(Continued from page 222). 
PROCEEDINGS AFTER INQUISITION. 

23. All proceedings after inquisition founa shall be com 
the Masters. The mode of proceeding before the Masters 
tsammone, and all matters ia respect of which the Masters 
Lunacy Regulation Act, 1853, authorized to report, 
proposals, or to conduct inquiries, shall be brought 
summons. : 

24, Summonses shall be prepared by the parties and 
the clerks in the Masters’ office with the seal of the office, 
the summons shal! be left at the Masters’ Chambers 
obtaining the same. 

25. A summons before the Masters shall be served two clear da 
the return thereof, unless the Masters shall direct the summons to 
returnable within a shorter time after service. The sammons shall be 
the form IV. in the Schedule hereto, with such variations as circumstances 
require. Itshall be addressed to all the persons-on whom it is to 
served. 

26. When from any cause a summons before the Masters has 
Served upon avy party two clear days before the return thereof, or 
such shorter time as the Masters may direct, an indorsement may 
apon the summons, and upon the copy thereof, stam for 
appointing anew time for the parties not before served to 
indorsements shall be sealed at the Masters’ Chambers ; and 
the copy so indorsed and sealed shall have the same force and 
service of an original sammons ; and when any party has been 
such indorsement, the hearing thereof may, upon the 
summons, be adjourned to the new time so ted. 

27. Where any of the parties summoned to attend the 
chambers fail so to attend, whether upon the return of the summons 
any time appointed for the consideration or further consideratioa 
matter, the Masters may proceed ex parte, if, considéring the natare 
case, they think it expedient so to do. 

28. Where the Masters have proceeded ex om proceeding 
in any manner be re-considered in the ’ Chambers unless 
Masters, upon a special application made to them for that parpose, by s 
party who was absent, shall be satisfied that a re-consideration is nectasary 
or expedient, 

29, Where matters in respect of which 8 summons hag been issued are 
not disposed of upon the return of the summons, the parties shall 
from time to time without farther sammons at sach time or times ag may 
be appointed for the farther consideration of the matter, 

30. Upon the return of any summons the Masters, if satisfied by 
proper evidence that all parties have been served with notice 
the summons, shall thereupon give directions ag to the e to 
adduced in support thereof, the parties who are to attend, 
within which each proceeding ia to be taken, and a day or 
appointed for the further attendance of the parties, and 
may be varied or added to as may be found necessary, 

31, The Masters may permit any person whoss 
to them to be proper.and for the advantage of 
other than the committee and next of kin of the 
proceedings or any lar proceeding before 
Syst Ba, ja eration 81 of the 
ag to theattendance of next of kia are toextend 
to the attendance of such person as a8 
before the Judge, 


32. The Masters may direot that several parties 
by different solisltere akall epouar by the same me 
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parties ing before them by the same solicitor shall appear by pve. by the Judge, shall henceforth be binding on all the parties to 


different solicitors, When parties directed to appear by the same 
solicitor cannot agree upon the solicitor to represent them, the Masters may 
nominate the solicitor, and when avy one of such parties insists upon 
appearing by a differgnt solicitor he shall do so at his own cost. 

33. No sammons shall be supported by a state of facts or proposal. 

34. Immediately after inquisition found, the party baving the condact of 
the proceedings shall take out a summons before the Masters to inquire 
into the matters following :— 

1, The lunatio’s situation. 

2. The nature of his lunacy. 

3. Who are his next of kin and heir-at-law. 

4. Who are to be appointed committee of his person and of his estate. 

5. Of what his fortune consiste, and the particulars thereof. 

6. The amount of his income. 

7. In what manner, and at what expense, and by whom, and where, he 
has been maintained; what should be allowed for his past maintenance, 
what, if anything, is due, and to whom in respect thereof, and to whom and 
out of what fund the same ought to be paid. 

8. What should be allowed for future maintenance, when the allowance 
ought to commence, and out of what fund it should be paid. 

35. The Masters may, whenever they shall think proper, before the comple- 
tion of the inquiries in the last preceding Order mentioned, certify whether 
it is expedient that an interim committee of the person and estate should 
be appointed, and who is the proper person to be so appointed. 

36. The Masters may also, when it shall seem to them expedient, inquire 
what debts (if any) not open to dispute are due from the lunatic, and to 
whom and whether the same or any of them ought to be paid, and out of 
what fonds or property, and they may entertain proposals for the settle- 
ment thereof and for the compromise of any disputed debt, claim, or demand, 
against the lunatic or his estate. 

37. The Masters may from time to time entertain applications and 
conduct inquiries touching any other matters affecting the property of the 
lunatic, whether real or personal. 

38. The Masters may from time to time make such inquiries as they think 
fit respecting any dealings with the lanatic’s estate and the application of the 
same prior to the date of the inquisition, and respecting the state and 
condition of the lunatic at the time of such dealings, whether a summons 
for any such inquiry be pending before them or not. 

39, The result of inquiries before or by the Masters shall be stated in 
the shape of a certificate in the form V. in the Schedule hereto, with such 
Variations as circumstances require. Such certificate shall state as 
concisely as possible the grounds of any recommendation and the cir- 
camstances relative thereto, when the nature of the case shall ao require, 

40. The Masters shall also prepare the minutes of the Order (if any) 
which, having regard to the findings of any certificate, they consider 
proper. Such Order may be made on the certificate, and may be in the 
form in which the Order for confirming and carrying out the directions in 
& report are now made, merely substituting certificate for report. 

41, The Masters may, on request or otherwise, make a separate 
certificate or state any matters specially with respect to the subject-matter 
of a certificate ; and they may make a special certificate on any matter as 
they think fit, and they may prepare and submit to the Judge the 
minutes of the Order (if any) which, having regard to any such certificate, 
they consider proper. 

42. The Masters shall not, in any case, draw up any other form of 
report save as aforesaid, unless the Judge shall so direct. 

43. Upon any application to the Masters for the exercise of the powers 
contained in that portion of the Lanacy Regalation Act, 1853, which relates 
“to the management and administration of the estates of lunatics,” the 
Masters shall consider the matter upon the evidence laid before them, and 
shall prepare the minutes of such Order as under the circumstances they 
consider proper, together with a short note signed by the Master explanatory 
of the grounds on which any special recommendation is made. 

44. Every certificate and the minutes of every Order, when prepared and 
settled, be signed by the Masters at an adjournment to be made for that 
purpose, unless ro mee having liberty to attend shall consent to the 
signatare of the certificate and minutes without any adjournment, in which 
ease the Masters may, if they think fit, sign the certiticate and minutes as 
soon as they are prepared and settled. 

45. Any objecting to a certificate (not being a certificate to be 
acted on without farther order), or to the minutes of any order, shall be at 
liberty to take the opinion of the Judge thereon by summons to be issued 
within eight days after the signature by the Master of the certificate or 
minotes, and to be served eight clear days before the retarn thereof. 
Such summons shall be in the form VI. in the Schedule hereto, with such 
variations as circumstances require. It shall be addressed to all the persons 
on whom it is to be served, 

46. If no summons shall have been taken ont under the last preceding 
order, for the opinion of the Judge, upon a certificate (not being a certificate 
to be acted on without farther order), or upon the minutes of an order, the 
same shall be submitted for confirmation by the Judge without attendance ot 


parties. : 

47, Every certifieate (not being a certificate to be acted on without 
farther order), and the minates of every order, if approved by the Judge, 
shall be signed by bim st the expiration of eight days after signature by ihe 
Masters, or, if 2 summons for the opinion of the Judge sball have been 
taken out, then ss soon as the sammons shall have been heard and disposed 
of. Any certificate or order may, with the consent of the persons havin 
nudge at any time before the expiration 


the p ings. 

48. No certificate shall be brought before the Judge by petition, unless the 
Jadge shall so direct. 

49. The Committee of the Estate is annually, or at such longer or shorter 
periods as the Masters shall fix, to procure his accounts to be delivered into the 
Masters’ office, and is to attend before the Masters from time to time and at 
or within such time as the Masters shall fix, and have his accounts taken 
and passed, and the Masters are to make to him all just allow: 
including an allowance of his reasonable and proper costs, charge a 
expenses of passing the account, and those of the next of kio, and other 
persons (if any) allowed to attend on the passing of the account at the cost of 
the estate. 

50. The balances certified by the Masters to be due from the Committee of 
the Kstate on passing his accounts from time to time, er so much thereof 
respectively as the Masters certify to be proper to be paid by him, are, unless 
the Masters otherwise direct, to be paid by him, at or within such time as the 
Masters shall fix, into Court to the credit of the matter, and the same, 
when paid in, and - sum of cash in Court to which the lunatic may be 
entitled, or so much thereof respectively as the Masters shall by their 
certificate direct, are, unless the Masters otherwise direct, from time to 
time, and within such time (if any) as the Master shall fix, to be laid out in 
the purchase of Consolidated, uced, or New £3 per Cent, Annuities, or in 
Bank Stock, as the Masters may direct, to the like credit, and the dividends 
from time to time to accrue due on the Annuities and Stock so purchased, and 
all accumulations of dividends, are, unless the Masters shall otherwise 
certify, as when the same amount to a competent sum, to be laid out in like 
manner without any request for the purpose. 

51. Where tte Committee of the Estate makes default in bringing in his 
account, or in having the same passed, or in paying the balance certified to 
be due from him, or in causing the same or any sum of cash in Court to be laid 
out pursuant to any certificate or direction in that behalf, the Masters are, 
unless good cause be shown to them to the contrary, not only to disallow any 
aalary claimed by him or his representatives, but also to charge bim or them 
with interest after the rate of £5 per cent. per annum upon any balance or 
cash for the time during which the same respectively appears to have been 
improperly retained in hand or uninvested. 

52, The Committee of the Estate is on each occasion of passing his 
account, and also whensoever the Masters may so require, to satisfy the 
Masters that his sureties are living, and that neither of them has been 
declared bankrupt, or has taken the benefit of the provisions of any Bank- 
ruptcy Act for the time being in force, and in default thereof the Masters are 
to require him to enter into fresh security within such time as they shall fix. 

53, The security of the Committee of the Estate may from time to time be 
reduced on request to an amount corresponding in the’ judgment of the 
Masters with the condition for the time being of the estate and effects of the 
lunatic, and the dividends, interest, and annual produce thereof, and he is to 
be at liberty to enter from time to time into fresh security accordingly to the 
approbation of the Masters. The Masters may from time to time require the 
security of the Committee of the Estate to be increased if in their judgment 
the circumstances of the case render an increase of security desirable. 

54, Every Order and every Certificate of the Masters for the purpose of 8 
payment or transfer ioto or deposit in Court of money, stock, securities, or 
other effects, shall direct such payment or transfer to be made into, and 
deposit to be made in Court to the credit and account (if any) to which it is 
intended that such money, stock, securities, or other effects should be placed. 
The Masters may, if they think fit, direct that such money, stock, securities, 
or other effects shall not be paid or transferred out without notice to such 
person as occasion may require and they may direct, No declaration of trust 
with respect to stock or securities transferred into Court to the credit of the 
matter of a lunatic shall be required to be made. 

55. The Masters are from time to time in each of the cases. following, 
without special Order, to inquire and certify whether or not it is expedien 
that a Committee ora new Committee, as the case may be, of the Person 
or of the Estate should be appointed, and if so, who is the most fit person 
to be appointed ; that is to say, 

(1.) On default of a person approved to be Committee of the atate in 
duly perfecting his security. 

(2.) On default of a Committee of the Estate in duly perfecting a fresh 
security when required by the Masters. 

(3.) On the death or discharge of a Committee, or one of several Com- 
mittees, where the custody does not survive, 

(4.) If a Committee becomes bankrupt or compounds with his ocreditort, 
or his affairs are liquidated by arrangement ander avy Act for the time 
being in force for the relief of insolvent debtors, 

(5.) If a Committee absconds or goes to reside permanently abroad. 

56. In certificates, Orders, and other documents issued from or brought 
into the office of the Masters, numbers cre to be denoted by figures, and 
not by worde, except in affidavits, and the directions of certificates to be 
acted on by the Paymaster-General without farther order and the 
ordering parts of Orders. ° 

57. Any person in whose custody or control any will, codicil, or testa- 
mentary paper of the lunatic may be is to be at liberty to deposit the 
same in the office of the Masters upon outh, as they may direct, there 
remain for safe custody. 


Procvepines uNpER THE Lunacy Reounation Act, 1862. 


58, Applications in of the 12th, 13th, and 15th sections of the 
lation , 1862, sball be made by Petition to the 
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by a solicitor, and may be in the form VII, in the Schedule hereto, 
goch variations aa the case may require. 
59. The notice to the alleged lunatic of the application for an Order, in 
of the said sectione, shall be by service on him personally of a 
of the Petition, with a notice thereon indorsed, signed by the 
Petitioner or his solicitor in the form VIII. in the Schedule hereto, with 
gach variations as the case may require. The notice is to be served 
on the alleged insane person by being delivered to him personally, and an 
afidavit of service stating particularly the time and place and mode of 
gervice is to be filed with the Masters, 
60, The notice of objection to be given by the alleged lunatic may 
be in the form IX. in the Schedule hereto, with such variations as the case 
nay require. 
mel. he Petition and evidence shall be laid before one of the Masters, 
who shall prepare the minutes of the Order he thinks should be made 


The Jadge may, upon consideration of the Petition and the evidence in 

t thereof, and the minutes prepared by the Master, either make an 

Order thereon without any attendance of Counsel, Solicitors, or parties, or 

direct that the Petition be set down for hearing, or may direct that the 

Petition and affidavite be referred to the Masters for further inquiry, either 
lly, or as to any particular matter to which the Petition relates. 

62, In the case of a general reference to the Masters under the last pre- 
ceding Order, they shall inquire as to the state of mind and condition of 
the alleged lunatic, and if they find that he is of unsound mind, and 
incapable of managing his affairs, they shall inquire as to the nature of his 
insanity, of what bis fortune consists, and the amount of his income, and 
what should be allowed for maintenance, and ont of what fund, aod to 
whom the same should be paid. They may also inquire into any matter 
connected with the property or the maintenance of the lanatic or of his family, 
and as to any other matter material to be considered in reference to the 
order to be made on the Petition; and in making such inquiries the Masters 
may, if they think fit, visit the alleged insane person, or require him to be 
produced before them, as they may direct. 

63. The Masters may, if they deem it expedient, for the better prosecution 
before them of any such reference: as aforesaid, direct that notice of the 
proceedings be given to any of the next of kin of the insane person, or 
to any other person, and no other person than such as the Masters shall 
direct to be served with notice shall be entitled to attend on tho reference 
before them. 

64. The Masters shall state the result of the inquiries before them, upon any 
reference under the last preceding Orders, by certificate, and shall prepare the 
minutes of the order which they consider proper tu be made in pursuance of 
such inquiries in the same way, and the same practice shall be followed in 
settling such certificate and minutes, and bringing the same before the Judge, 
and for raising and determining any objections thereto, as in the case of cer- 
tificates made and minutes of orders prepared by the Masters in the matter of 
a lunatic so found by inquisition. 

65, In all cases not otherwise herein specially provided for, the provisions of 
these Orders relating to lunatics so found by inquisition, and the other general 
provisions of these Orders shall apply to proceedings under the 12th, 13th, and 
15th sections of the Lunacy Regulation Act, 1862. 


Visitors oF Lunatics. 


66, Lunatics so found by inquisition shall be visited by Visitors in Lunacy 
at least twice in every year, provided that every such lunatic, if resident in a 
private house, shall, during the two years next following the date of inquisi- 
tion, be so visited at least four times in every year. 

67. The Masters in Lunacy shall from time to time furnish the Visitors of 

Lunatics with abstracts of their certificates as to the fortune, income, and 
maintenance of each lunatic to be visited bv the Visitors, and of the orders 
made upon such certificates, and shall inform the Visitors of any increase 
which may have accrued in the fortune, and of any change which may have 
been made in the allowance or scheme for the maintenance of the lunatic, so that 
the Visitors may at all times be fully acquainted with the amount of the fortune 
and income of every lunatic to be visited by them, and with the scheme 
spproved and the allowance made for his maintenance, 
_ 68. The Visitors of Lunatics shall, on each occasion of visiting any lanatic, 
inquire and examine whether he is maintained in a suitable and proper manner, 
having regard to the existing amount of the allowance ordered to be paid and 
the existiog scheme approved for his maintenance, and alao whether, having 
d to his fortune and income, it appears expedient that any and what 
tion should be made to his comforts, or any and what alterations made in 
the scheme for or manner ot his maintenance. 

69. If the Visitors shall, on such inquiry and examination, consider that 
the lunatic is not maintained in a suitable manner, or that the allowance pro- 
vided for his maintenance is not duly applied, or that any provision in the 

¢ for his maintenance, either for his personal comfort or enjoyment, or 
otherwise, is not duly observed, or that any addition to the comforts or any 
alteration in the manner of the maintenance of the lunatic should be made 
Which his fortune or income is capable of providing, they shall forthwith 
make a special report, stating their opinion and the grounds thereof to the 
of Visitors, 

70. The Board of Visitors shall proceed to consider the report of the Visitors 
attheir next meeting, and shall, if they think fit, refer the same to the 

, to take such steps thereon as may appear to them to be expedient. 
Tl, The Masters shall, on any such report as aforesaid being referred to 
by the Board of Visitors, proceed to investigate the matters thereby re- 
Ported upon, and may, if they deem it expedient, summon the Committee of 
the 0 OF estate to attend before him, to give explanations thereon, and 


the 


5 





ters may, if they sball think fit, certify the result of their investiga- f 


tions to the Judge, and prepare the minutes of such order in the matter as they 
may deem proper. 

72, The Visitors shall once at least in every year report to the Lord Chan- 
cellor in the case of each lunatic, stating the resalt of their examination 
inquiry as to the maintenance of each lunatic, and shallalso in any case in 
which any special report to the Board of Visitors has been made, state, so far 
as possible, what steps have been taken in consequence of such special report. 

(To be continued.) 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Frank CHAttice ConsTaBte, barrister, has been appointed Govern- 
ment Pleader for Scinde. Mr. Constable was called to the bar at Lincoln’ 
inn in Hilary Term, 1872, 

Mr. Rosgrt Josepx Crostuwaire, barrister, has been appointed to 
as Additional Secretary to the Government of India in the islative 
ment. Mr. Crosthwaite was educated at Merchant Taylors’ School, 
was formerly scholar of Brasenose College, Oxford, where he graduated B. 
in 1862. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 
1868, and he has been for many yeats a member of the Bengal Civil 
Service. 

Mr, Witi1am Epwarp FFennELL, solicitor, of Hadleigh, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 

Mr. Gerarp Hunnyson, solicitor, of Huntingdon and Thrapston, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Hartford School Board. Mr. Hunnybun is the 
son of Mr. Martin Hunnybun, town clerk of Huntingdon. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1873, and he is clerk to the county magistrates at 
Thrapstov. 


Mr, Freperick Parker Morrett, solicitor, of Oxford, has been ap- 
pointed Solicitor to the University of Oxford, in succession to his father, the 
late Mr, Frederick Joseph Morrell. Mr. F. P. Morrell was educated at St, 
John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated B.A., and he was admitted a 
solicitor in 1864, He is registrar of the Chancellor’s Court, and one of the 
coroners for the University. 

Mr. Wint1aM Mutxer, solicitor,, of Bruton and Shepton Mallett, has been 
elected Coroner for the South-Eastern Division of Somersetshire. Mr. Muller 
was admitted a solicitor in 1876. He is in partnership with Mr. Henry 
Dyne, who is clerk to the magistrates and to the Commissioners of Taxes at 
Shepton Mallett, 

Mr. Artuur Joan Hammond Co tins, Q.C., has been elected Treasurer of 
the Society of Gray’s-inn for the present year. 

Mr. ALFRED Peach HensMaAn, barrister, has been appointed Attorney- 
General of the Colony of Western Australia. Mr. Hensman is the son of 
Mr, John Hensman, solicitor, of Northampton. He was educated at Univer- 
sity College, London, and he graduated B.A. of the University of London in 
1853. He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1858, 
and he practises on the Midland Circuit and at the Leicestershire and 
Northamptonshire Sessions. He has been for several years a revising 
barrister. 

Mr. Francis Joun GREENWELL, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of 
the City of Durham, in succession to Mr. John Bramwell, deceased. Mr. 
Greenwell is a graduate of Balliol College, Oxford, and he was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in November, 1877. He practises on the North- 
Eastern Circuit, and at the Darbam, Northumberland, and Newcastle 
Sessions, 


os 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


CuartEs Gatiirr and Francis Howse (Gatliff & Howse), 8, Finshury- 
circus, solicitors, January 31. [ Gazette, Feb. 6.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock ComPaNrgs, 
Lrurtap In CHANCERY. 
Aweto-Brnnao Srexzt Ort Company, Limtrep.—Petition for winding up directed to be 


heard before Chitty, J., on Feb 10, Derham, Walbrook, solicitor for petitioner 

Mrirorp Haven Raitway anp Estate Company, Luwrrep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 26, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., at Lincoln’s inn on Feb 10, 
Heritage and Co, St Clement’s House, Clement’s lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

Natronan Arms anp Ammunition Company, Lu«rrsp.—Creditors are ired, on or 
before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and the of their debts 
or claims, to Thomas Bullock, Cleveland, Birchfield, Bir Mar 20 at 13 is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 

West Frontrno anp Boutvia Goup Minrve Company, Lutrrap,—Chitty, J., has i an 
ey dated Jan 24, appointed George Chandler, 15, Coleman at, to be 
iquidator 

Yacutine Gazerre Compary, Liwirsp.—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 30, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on Feb 17, Cole, st, Bloomsbury sq, 
solicitor for the petitioners. 





(Gazette, Feb, 2.) 
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eed Srert a ee ee ee ee .—Chitty, J, has fixed Feb 15, at 11, 
Davo awp Corwwatt Datry Farm Company, Liwitep.—By an order made peace 
dated Jan 26, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Fowler an? Je, 
High st, solicitors for the 
Guwerat Horricuttorat Company (Joxn WIL13), omg oF pegs 
on or before March 15, to send their names and tan samieaionn their 
debts or claims, to Henry Smith, 163, Wool Exchange, Cobsenan st. Friday, April 6, 
at 12, is appointed for iste and adjudicating a gs debts and claims 
Mzrssx Woop Worxine Company, Liurrep.— ion for up, presented Jan 
to be heard before Kay, J, on Feb 9. Butter, Clifford’s inn, solicitor for 
the petitioners 
Mircus.t’s WorsnorovGH DALE Founpry Company, Lrurrep.—By an order made by 
an 27, it was ordered that the company he wound up. Singleton and 
Tattershall, Gt James st, Bedford row, agents for Gill and Plews, Wakefirld, solicitors 
for the petitioners 
Sanpown Pier Horst Company, Lrurrep.—By an order made by Chitty, J, dated Jan 
27, it was ordered that the voluntary winding BD of the company be continued. 
Kimber and Co, Lombard st, agents for Pain, Winchester, — for the petitioner 
X1Xre Century Partixe Company, Lrurrep. —Chitty, 3. +» has, by an order 
Dec 23, appointed hee Langton Coats, 10, Loeey sve st, te be official Megiteey. 
Creditors are on or before Feb 33, to send their names and addresses, ani 
particulars their debts and claims, tothe above. Mar 12 at 12 is appointed for 
hearing and adj the debts and claims 
Yacutine — Company, Lrxrrep.—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 30, 
directed to be heard before Chitty, J.,on Feb 17. Coe, Hart st, Bloomsbury sq, soli- 
citor for the petitioners 


[ Gazette, Feb. 6.] 
County Patating or Lancaster. 
Unuimirep ix Coancrry. 
Frest New Cross Permanent Bewerit Burtpive Socrety.—The V.C. has fixed Feb 12 
at 12 at his chambers, 2, st, Manchester, for the appointment of an official 


liquidator 
[ Gazette, Feb. 2.] 
Srawwarres or CoRNwatt. 
Lourrep in CHANCERY. 

Breace Usrrep Tre Mixes Company, Limirep.—Petition for Hang J up, presented 
Jan 27, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at Princes Hall, Truro, on Feb 21 
at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, 
must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Feb 19, and notice thereof 
must, at the same ostomy be given to the petitioners, their solicitors, or their agents. 
Hodge and Co, Truro, agents for Rogers and Chave, Great Winchester st bldgs, solici- 
tors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Feb. 2.] 


FrienpDLY Societies DIssonven. 


Dertrorp Secuiar Co-operative Association, Limrrep, Lecture Hall, Deptford, 

Jan 27 

— Socrety or Att Trapxs, Rose and Crown Inn, Kingswood, Gloucester. 
an 

— Ferenpiy Soctery, Odd Fellows’ Hall, 63, St Ann’s st, Liverpool. 
an 


(Gazette, Feb. 2.] 
Rorat Atpert Farenpuy Society, Maltshovel Inn, Ruardean, Gloucester. Feb 1 
{ Gazette, Feb. 6,1 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Lzwis, sane, Carmarthen, Gent. Feb 16. Lewis v Lewis, Kay, J. Williams, 
A 
O’Kzrrz, a Brook Green, Hammersmith, Clerk. Feb 21. Attorney-General 


v Nicholson, Kay, J. Ordell, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Prez, ony wi Birkenhead, Chester, Plumber. Feb 23. Pye v Pye, Chitty, J. Broome, 


[ Gazette, Jan. 23.) 
Bower, Exizazern. Feb 23. Alexander v Alexander, Chitty, J. Candler, Essex st, 


Brows, Watrer, Frimley, Surrey, Innkeeper. Mar 5. Payne v Weller, Kay, J. 


Davis, Horsham 

Buen, Mary Sazan, Connaught sq, Paddington. Feb 23. Budd v Wadeson, Chitty, J. 
Seadding, Gordon st, Gordon sq 

Drxos, James, Westbourne terrace, Esq. Marl. Dixon v Dixon, Kay,J. Markby 


and 6o, Coleman st 
Hugrsetos, Jamus THomisox, 1 gd Gent. Feb 28. Stilwell v Harington, 
Kay,J. Yorke, Conduit st, ent 6 
Lex, Wu1t1am Joun, Oxford, Coal acd: Feb 24. Hutchins v Davis, Chitty, J. 
Ward, Oxford 


Payrer, Grozcz Revers, Oriental Club, Hanover sq, Esq. Apri7. Payter v Brad- 
fi ,d. Hay, Lincoln’ 's inn fields 
rd terrace, Feb 23. Smith v Tucker, Chitty, J. 


Islington, Gent. 
{ Gazette, Jan. 26.] 


Farerizrp, Feepericx Cuanrtxs, Denmark hill, Camberwell, Laundryman. Feb 27. 
Fairfield v Fairfield, Bacon, vic. vies, Old ‘Jewry chambers 

Grawtuam, Wit1t14M Lippert, Kingston upon Hull, Bootmaker. Feb28. Grant v Tall, 
Fry, J. Till, Kingston upon Hull 

Hartorr, Epwarp Kilkenny, | beg a Hussars. Feb 27. Lewis v Slacke, Kay, J. 
Reeves and Wadmore, Essex st, 8 

Hyrpz, Jouyx, Victoria, Peterson Gull ., Sa Canada, Farmer. Mar 28, Warde v 

Bacon, V.C. Monckton and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Feb 22. Dennison v Norwood. Kay J. Duncan 
and Co, Bloomstury sq 
Neve, Reszcca Svsayya, Great Yarmouth. Marl. Smith vy Coaks, Jay J. Johnson 
and Master, Chancery lane 


Pawser, Witttam Josatuax, Camberwell, Architect. Feb 26. C. Townsend and Co, 
v Pawsey, Fry,J. Newbon, Wardrobe pl, Doctors’ commons 
Josrrnu, Groombridge, Sussex, Gent. Mar 1. Stenson v Stenson, Fry, J. 


Witz, Sanz, werton, mr Totnes, Devon, Gent. Feb 26. Feb 26, Wintle v 
Wintle, Chitty, . Gwynn, Bristol 


{ Gazette, Jan. 30.) 


Busees, bey ea rd, Islington, Gent. Mar 6. Dawson v Knight, Chitty, J. 


aan Jossrn, 


Essex st, Strand 


Cronk, 
Joxxs, Brooxs, Faversham, Kent. 
8 





Burepes, Py, d Wine and Spirit Merchant. Mar10, Binndenv 
Moxtos , Wasim, ‘ones Hull, sir ae Keeper. Mar 10, Jaques v 
Powrirex, Cuanizs, St # rd, Back and Vat Maker, 8, 

¥ Pontifex, Bacon, 0. B Boulton, Northampton sq i 5 1 | 


Mar 6. Scare v 
0, genni Rus Be 
[ Gazette, Feb 


Snorors, Wri" Harry, Hampstead 


rion eae tae ie 


CREDITORS UNDER .22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. : 
Bars, Harerorr, Daventry, Northampton. Mar 1. Burton and Willoughby, Daventry 
Baxewpatz, Liorp, Greenham Lodge, Berks, Ksq. Mar 1. Johnsons and Co, Austin 


Brengxt, Arrwoop, Croydon, Surrey, out of business. Feb20. Streeter, Croydon 

Bottoy, Exizasztx, Torquay, Devon. Feb27. Hyde and Co, Ely pl, Holborn 

CaLpweLtL, Manian, Ryde, Isle of Wight. Feb 28. Vincent, Ryde 

Cust, Hon Mary Anne, Leasowe Castle, nr Birkenhead, Chester. Feb 28, Miller and 
Co, Liverpool 9 

Emmett, Janz, Ware rd, Hertford. Mar 25. Bertram, Norfolk st, Strand 

Gamaz, Jouy Henry, Leeds, Wine Merchant. Marl. Ford and Warren, Leeds 


Greaves, Samugt, East Failsworth, nr Manchester, Farmer. Feb 20. Edmondson, 
Manchester , : : , 


Haxwoog, James, Ledbury, Hereford, Farmer. Marl, Masefield, Sedbury ; 
Jowxs, Isapetta Henetetta, Bath. Feb10. Atkinson, iy ag 
Tqeasn, & Aww Louisa, Alfred pl, South Kensington. Arnold and Co, Carey st, 
neoln’s inn 
Lyon, Jonny Wzst, Forest Hill, Kent, be Mar 1. Tyler, Lincoln’sinn fields 
— —— oo Rostwa, Gienomera, U: pper Sydenham, Kent. Feb 20, Emmet and 
tu ooms 8q 
a oye J ou, "ee Isle of Wight, Retired Captain in Royal Navy. Feb ts. 
incent, Ryde 
PBRAPLE, Mary, Faringdon, Berks. Mar 24. Crowdy, Faringdon 
Sauspens, Joun Turre.t, Staines Union Workhouse, Stanwell, Master. Feb 18, 
Harold Ripley Saunders, 15, Rylett iy) Shepherd’s Bush j 
Srevers, Anns, Seymour pl, gy sq. Feb28. Davie, New inn, Strand 
a, Exizaneta, Camden rd. Mar 1. Haycock and Bridgman, College hill, 
annon st i 
va, 2 Sapeeth Hedge lane, Edmonton, Gent. Feb8. Marchant and Co, George yd, 
m ba: 
Srorrer, a ae Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent. Marl. Chartres and Co, Newcastle 
upon 
TAYLor, Wewsx, Bristol, Timber Merchant, Feb 16. Danger and Gastwrrigitt, Bristol 
THrovp, ANN, Kildwick, York. Marl. Heelis and Thompson, Ski og 
Watxer, Grorer, Royston gdrns, Mount Ararat rd, Richmond. ar 15. Farrar and 
Farrar, Doctors’ commons 
Wannunsr, Wi11am, Chapel en le Frith, Derby. Feb 17. Bennett and Co, Chapel en 
le Frit 
Yewp, WitriM, Vaughan rd, Coldharbour lane, Brixton, Gent. Apri. Gardner, 
Leadenhall st 
Younauuszpanp, Pascoa GEoraina, Melcombe Regis, Dorset. Mar 5. Roy and Cart- 
wright, Lothbury 
[Gazetle, Jan. 23.] 


BixEUR Ata, Lioyp, Greenham Lodge, Berks, Esq. Marl. Johnsons and Co, Austin 


Bensgy, Evizazeta, Ore, rege = Mar 10. eng 2 remap 
Botnam, Exvey, Brighton, ar1. Goodman, 
Bopeen Rev Tuomas, B.A., Fey Cross, nr Hyde, Theater: Feb 12. Smith and Brother, 
yde 
Briscoz, Witt1am WortHinetTon, Woodhouse Eaves, Leicester, Gent. Mar 31. Toone, 
Loughborough 
—— Joxnx, Sheraton, Durham, Gent. Mar3l. Newby and Watson, Stockton-on- 


ees 

Corrretp, Wit11aM Rozert, Lexham gdns, Kensington, Lieut-Col. 
and Low, King st, Che: — 

Epwarps, Mary Eur, hitford, Flint. Feb 24, Cope, Holywell 

Fuietcuer, TaHomas, Blackburn, Flagger. Marl0. Whalley, Blackburn 

Grxecson, Tuomas, Godley, Chester, Schoolmaster. Feb 22. Smith and Brother, 


Hyde 

Jzynzns, Joun, Milton st, Dorset sq, Gent. Feb17. Carr and Co, Vigo st, Pram st 

Kixtoy, Joun Lovts, Oakley st, King’s rd, Chelsea, Gent. Mar 8. Robinson and 
Wilkins, King’s Arms yd 

eS Jouy, Maida vale, Paddington, Fruiterer. Feb 5. Tilley, Brondesbury terrace, 

iburn 

Laws, Joszrn Curistorner, St John’s park, U: Holloway, Electrical Engineer. Mar 
1. Stibbard and Co, Leadenhall st hte aes . 

Licxvroup, WILLIAM, Ball’s Pond a, Islington, Greengrocer, Feb 28. C R Lickfold, 


Pratt st, Camden Town 
es * eae Maxis, Weston-Super-Mare. Marl. Jeffery and Haviland, Northamp- 
oA Hewry, Penryn, Cornwall, Labourer. Mar 3. Jesbing, Fon 
Mocatra, Sotomon, Port Adelaide, ‘South Australia. May 15. 

Austin Friars 
Morrison, Groxcina, Brighton. Feb 28. Large, South sq, Gray’s inn 


Mar 1, Turner 


Ounaa. Argtuve, Bruns Colony of Victoria, Gent. Mar 31, Oliver, Lincoln’s inn 

elds 

Ormustox, Ropgrt, Newcastle upon pai Esq. Apr 5. Bees and Thompson, New- 
castle upon Tyne i 

Oswatp, W11ti1aM, Lawton, Chester, Co . Marl. Sh Kidsgrove 


Pret, Rosert, T 


land Rony gat 1. Hodgson, Carlisle 
Powsss, § Gorox Euwxst Jouw, Nant Kos, Cardigan, Esq. Mar 1,’ Cobb, Lincoln's 
inn feids 


Prioz, Watters Owen, Abergwili, Carmarthen, Solicitor. Mar 10. Burton and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rewnzy, Wi1114M, Cawley rd, Victoria park, Marine Superintendent. Mar 1, Mathews 


and Brown, Cannon st 
Lancaster and Co, Bradford 


ow, Cumber 


Ruopzs, Any, Bradford, York, Mar 1. 
Samuen, Saran, Orsett terrace, Paddington. Marl, Lousada and Emanuel, Austin 


friars 

Szwpatt, Hewry, Union sq, Borough, ee. Mar 1, aa g, Great St Helen’s 

Snove, Witt1am Spznogez, Osborne pl, Blackheath, C . Mar 15. Keene 
and Co, Mark lane 

Burra, Ronuut aan, Pontefract, York, Gent. May 12. Sangster and Coleman, 

ontefract 

sae Mortcomery are ae Calcutta, India, Merchant. Mar 1. Hargrove 
and Co, Victoria st, W: 

Sravrusns, Gores Murugan, Caleutta, India, Merchant, Mari, Crump, Philpo 


Tattzrmay, Harzis, Bronswick 7. Me May 15. Lousada and Emenuel, Austin friars 
iy er Joun, Kibblesworth, rham, Innkeeper, Feb 24, Stillman, Bishop 


Wiep, Maa Eussasnex, Denmark hill, Camberwell, Marl. Marchant and Co, George ¥4 
Wi11aMs, Isaac, Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, General Dealer. Mar 20, Goodget, 


Burton-y 
Wusow, Hoveat, Alnwick. Northumberland, Doctor of Medicine. Mar 6, Dees snd 
Thompson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


[ Gazette, Jan, 0.) 
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Loaeede end Emanuel, 
















‘ Feb. 10, 1883. 
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muy, Witia Panxzr, Gravesend, Commission Agent. Mar 1, Plunkett and 


’ 
Paul’s 
st : 4 
Marl, Johnsons and Co, Austin 
-p, Joun Cunrstran Curwsn, Champs Elysees, Paris, Esq. Marl. Holt and Co, 
Jes st, St James’s sq 
LL, THOMAS, Coal Merchant. Feb 22. Ward, Oxford 
, JoxN, Manchester, Gent. Nov 10. Crowther, ’ 
jooxs, AuTHEA, Al villas, Kensington. Marl. Barris, Finsbury circus 
yay, WILLIAM, ‘Maidenhead, Berks, Dissenting Minister. Feb 28. Clark and Collins, 
brid 


Die@GLEs, Basuse, Old Broad st, Esq. Feb 27. Saunders and Co, Coleman st 
fowarps, WittraM Yxo, Cardiff, Shipowner. 25. Waldron, Cardiff ‘ 
juwatt, Mary Frances, Ventnor, Isle of Wight. Feb 28. Smith, Furnival’s inn, 


(askin, Witi1am, Wigas, Lancaster, Plumber. Mar 12. Scott and Ellis, Wigan 
juspwart, Hewry, Kenilworth, Warwick, Yeoman. Mar 9. Wright and Hassall, 
i mn 


fuynss, Harerer, . Mar 25. Draummonds and Co, Croydon 
Hoxrer, CHARLES FizEmine, Albany st, Regent’s Park,Major. Marl, Davidson and 


Morris, Queen Victoria st 
Hester Ricuarp, Kippax, Cork, Labourer, Feb. 28. Bradley, Kippax 
JopRELL, a Sir Epwarp Rerrs, Norfolk, Bart. Mar 91. Satchell and Chapple, 
Queen st, Cheapside P 

jozeN, CHAnLes Epwarp, Liverpool. Feb 5. Lynch and Teebay, Liverpool 
Moras,’ Fxxpxarcr, East Bradenham, Norfolk, Farmer. May’1. Cooper and 


Norgate, ™m 
Mus, Sanan, Manchester. Mar 28. Bishop and Topham, Hanley : 
Patrx, Rev. Wibu14M, Stifford, Essex, Clerk. April 16. Corsellis and Co, Wandsworth 
PrvoxnzY, StsPHeEn, Bristol,Gent. Mar 25. Brittans and Bristol 
Ports, SAnan, Burton on Trent, Derby. Feb 24. Bowlings and Co, Strand 
Ruy, Mary, Atherton. Lancaster. 31. Taylor and Sons, Bolton 
Rusy, Witntam, Atherton, Beerseller. Mar 31. ‘Sn Sons, Bolton 
Rievey, Sir Hewry Wii1i1am, Rawdon, York, Bart, 1, Taylor and Co, Bradford 
Suirx, Mary, Kirklington, York. Marl. Ramsden and Co, Huddersfield 
Sura, Win11am Tuomas, Hambleton, nr Selby, York, Esq. Marl. Weddall and Co, 


Sell 
uae, Joun, Faversham, Kent, Barge Owner. Mar27. Tassell, Faversham 
Warxsz, Atrck, South . Lancaster. Feb 26. Oakes, Southport 
ee, Wi1114M, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Mar 27. Martins, 


Waicat, Grorcina Atice, Brighton. Marl. Watney and Co, Clement’s lane 
{ Gazette, Jan. 30.) 


, 3 
BassTow , Sheffield, Cutlery Caster. Mar 10. 
Briss, ieoee, Greenham Lodge, Berks, Esq. 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or ReGistRaRS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Court or 
APPEAL. 
12 Mr. Teesdale 
Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 
Mr. Justice 
Fry. 
Monday, Feb. eoseeccere Mr. King 
MT ssccescc ceddode Merivale 
Wednesday......sesseeee Kin 
METEAY- cecccccccccces 10 Merivale 
Friday.... King 
MMON os cn cc ccccedééte Merivale 


V. OC. Bacom, 1 date 


Mr. Clowes Mr, Lavie 
K Carrington 
Lavi 


Date. 
Monday, Feb. ...ssceees 
Tuesda 


IF cccccrcccccceccee LO 
Wednesday .se-sseceeseee 14 
Thursday .o.e..00..e008 15 
FEMRY. ccc ccrccccccecess 16 

Vocceceveee ssvese 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Curry. 


Pearson. 

Nr. Pemberton Mr. Jackson 
Ward Cobby 
Pemberton 
Ward 


Jackson 
bby 
Pemberton 
Ward 


Jackson 
Cobby 








RECENT SALES, 


Atthe Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) sale, 
held on the 8th inst., at their sale-rooma, Crown-court, Old Broad-street, E.C., 
the following were among the prices obtained:—Nundydroog Gold Mining 
Company (Limited), 4s.; Bedford Hotel Company (Limited), Brighton, £10 
fully paid, £6 108. ; United Horse Nail, ann. dividend, 32s. 6d.; Horse Shoe 

facturing, 5s, 3d.; Edison’s Indian and Colonial Electric £5 shares, 
£2103. paid, 30s. ; Metropolitan Brash Electric Lis and Power £5 shares, 
paid, 5s, ; London and Provincial Electric Lighting and Power Generating, 
%, 6d.; Grand Hotel, Brighton, £5 shares, £5 53. ; Standard Fire Office £10 
thares, £4 10s. paid, 32s.; The Jerusalem (Limited) £10 7} per cent. A. 
£8; House Property and Investment £26 share, fully paid, £29 ; and 

ther miscellaneous securities fetched fair prices, 








' SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
tb, 14.—Messrs. Pero & Co, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., Freehold Estate (seo 
Mvertisement, Feb. 3, p. 4). ' wee , 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTH, 
Towas.— Jan, 28, at Southville, Swansea, the wife of Abel Thomas, barrister- 
at law, a son, 
Mooxn.—Feb. 1, the wife of George Brooke, of Fernhead, Sutton, barrister-at- 
son. 


aw, of a 
BuaNe.—Jan. i4, at Manor House, Lytham, Lancashire, the wife of J. Overend 
it, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. ’ : 
aha 8, at 1, Howard-place, Carlisle, the wife of William Nanton, soli- 


OT & 80D, 
Jan. at 6, Sl t S.W., the wife of Bdward @] 
“Maat A 5, Slonne-trrac, 8.W., the wit Sanetee On, 





Ortanp—Dz Havittanp.—Jan. 25, at Coldham, Arthur bere Ollard, 
licitor, Glan-y-Nene, , to Agnes Carteret Clara de daughter 
of the Rev. ©. R. de Ha , M.A., Vicar of St. Matthew. 
Vignes One en ¢ at Town, Norris Bins Yes of Kimber- 
barrister: w aides deaghter Herbert Orpen 
Assistant Treasurer of the Colony. - : 


DEATH. 
Boornz.—Feb. 3, Daisy, the infant daughter of J. H. Boorne, of Headingley, 
Southgate, aud Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, aged three months. : 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
Bankrupts. 


Farpay, Feb. 2, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 

Brickwood, John William Parker, Northwood rd, Highgate, Government Clerk. Pet 
Jan 30. Murray. Feb 16 at ll 

— : a B., Coburn st, Bow rd, Dealer in Pianofortes. Pet Jan 31. Brougham. 

‘eb 13 at 1 

a, Raisbec Welford, Great Portland st, Solicitor. Pet Jan 29. Pepys. Feb 21 
Walker, James Montgomery, Old Broad st, Stock and Share Broker. Pet Jan 29. 


Pepys. Feb 21 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Collins, Soaeesl Shot, Gloucester, CornjMerchant. Pet Jan 31. Riddiford. Glouces- 
ter, Feb 16 at 11 
7 ae a Henry, Clacton on Sea, Builder. Pet Jan 29. Barnes. Colchester, 
e at 
Frost, Mark Edwin, Southsea, Hants, Reti Pet Jan 30. Burbidge. 
Portsmouth, Mar 1 at 12 
ilo, = Bray, Folkestone, Kent, Gent. Pet Jan29. Furley. Canterbury, 
‘ep 23 at 
Passes yee Henry, Halifax, York, Cashier. Pet Jan 29. Rankin. Halifax, 
eb lb at 11 
Sugden, Hon. Walter, Wells, Somerset, Pet Jan 30. Foster. Wells, Feb 17 at 3 
cog oe oo , Rock Ferry, Chester, Ship Broker. Pet Jan 27. Cooper. Liver. 
pool, Fe at 12 
Walker, Samuel, Leeds, Builder. Pet Jan 30. Marshall. Leeds, Feb 14 at 11 


Tvusrspay, Feb. 6, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proof of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pi Se! Henry, Warner rd, Camberwell, Corn Dealer. Pet. Dec. 30. Murray. 
eb 16 at 11. 

Goldschmidt, Gustav, and Leopold Goldschmidt, Old Change, Mantle Warehousemer. 
Pet Jan 27. Hazlitt. Feb 20 at 11. 

Parkman, Edward, and William Hutchinson, New Bridge st, Blackfriars, Dealers in 
Railway Sleepers. Pet Feb1. Hazlitt. Feb 21 at 12 

Wood, Felix, Fenchurch st, Timber Merchant. Pet Feb1. Hazlitt. Feb 21 at 12.30 

To Surrender in Country. 

i John, Halifax, York, Accountant. Pet Feb 3. Rankin. Halifax, Feb 22 

at 


Logan, John, Vaserponl Grocer. Pet Feb 2. Bellringer. Li |, Feb 19 at 12. 

Melhado, Alfred, Castlenau gardens, Barnes, Surrey, outof business. Pet Jan 30. 
Willoughby. Wandsworth, Feb 23 at 11 

Pulsford, Frederick William, Taunton, Somerset, Travelling Draper. Pet Feb 2. 
Meyler. Taunton, Feb 17 at 11 

— George, Crowle, Lincoln, Draper. Pet Feb 1. Wake. Sheffield, Feb 21 
at 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED., 
Fatpay, Feb. 2, 1883. 
Watts, Robert, Sittingbourne, Kent, Brickmaker. Jan 29 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farbday, Feb. 2, 1883. 
Sie, Alfred, Gosport, Hants, Baker. Feb 15 at 3 at office of Blake and Reed, Union st, 
ortsea 

Aston, Thomas, West Bromwich, Stafford, Brass and Iron Founder. Feb 13 at 1 at 
office of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Atkinson. John, Upperby, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Feb 13 at 2 at office of Johnson, 
Bank st, Carlisle 

Barwick, James, Scarborough, York, Farmer. Feb 19 at 2 at Bar Hotel, Scarborough. 

Boaford, Geox => tommanaa Dean Hall Coll York, Coal 0 Feb 16 at 11 

‘ord, ton, ieries, Yor! wner. at ll at 

Law Institute, Albion pl, Leeds. Butler and Middlebrook 

Bilby, Walter, Pulham St Mary the Virgin, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 15 at 13 aé office of 
Bavin and Daynes, Castle meadow. Norwich 

Boreham, George, Matthias rd, Stoke Newington, Grocer. Feb 15 at 2 at Gresham at. 
Johnston and Co, er gg fe Ng 

Bradford, Henry, Norwich, r Dealer. Feb 15 at 3 at office of Kent, St Andrew’s 
Hall Plain, Norwich 

Bradley, Thomas, Croydon, Poulterer. Feb 23 at 3 at Green Dragon Hotel, High st, 


Croydon. You ydon 

Brooking, Vessaie lame High rd, Stamford hi 1, Oil and Colourman, Feb 13 at 2 at 
Guildhall tavern, Gresham st. Medcalf, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Brooks, John Charles, Chart Sutton, Kent, Builder. Feb 14 at 12 at office of Monck ton 
and Co, King st, Maidstone 

Brown, Joseph, Sdennymoor, Durham, Fruiterer. Feb 15 at3 at office of Maw, jun, 
Market pl, Bishop Auckland 


Bushell. Abraham, West Bromwich, Steerer. Feb 13 at 3 at office of Travis, Chu rch 
Catabing, ‘Thomas Henry, Wakefield, Grocer. Feb 22 at 3 at office of Burton, Wood st, 
Coen. 7 Bowy, Preston, Commission Agent. Feb 16 at 1] at office of Fryer, 
Chat ward, Harborne, Stafford, Coal Dealer. Feb 14 at 3 at office of Parr, Col- 


d School t 





win, 
more row, Birming’ 
Coleman, Amos, Luton, Liconsed Victualler, Feb 14 at 3 at Red Lion Hotel, Castle st, 
Luton. Ewen and Roberts, Luton 
Collier, Charles, Glossop, Derby, Grocer. Feb 19 at 3at officeof Hervey and Co, Hyde 


lane, le 
Camelt, award, Bolton, Coal Merchant. Feb 16 at $ at office of Ryley, Mawdsley st, 


Cox, Albert Septimus, Manchester, Veterinary Surgeon, Feb 16 at 3 at office of Lawson, 
Mount st, Manchester i ¥ 








. 
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Dakin, John, and William Smith, Lichfield, Builders. Feb 19 at 3 at Anglesey 
St cr taped Lichfield. Barnes and Russell, Lichfield 
Wainhouse, Leeds, Butcher. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Harland, South 


and Hywel Davies, Tonypandy, nr Pontypridd, Grocers. Feb 15 at 12 
otel, Cardiff. Rosser, Pontypri a 
John, and William Henry Davies, Liverpool, Team Owners. Feb 19 at 2 at 
of ee yg oe “ge st, Liverpool 
srael, Leeds, Cap "Manufacturer. Feb 15 at 11 at office of Jenkinson, ‘Albion 


Dawson, John, Penkhull, Stafford, Joiner. Feb 14 at 11.30 at Borough Arms Hotel, 
ore tke, Heaton, Burslem 

ag Richard, bony Sin Shoreditch, out of business. Feb 20 at3 at Mullen’s Hotel, 

TIronmonger Cheapside. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 
David, and Charles Bloom Deer, Lincoln rd, Ponder’s End, 

Builders. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Donaldson, Bedford ro 

Durston, Albert George, Squirries st, Bethnal Green rd, Saber: Feb 19 at 3 at office of 
Ellis and Co, Mark lane 

Eastwood, Job Smith, Leeds, Tinner. Feb 15 at 3 at office of Rider, South parade, 


rps Whtnehend Ge — Feb 20 at 2at Red Lion Hotel, 
Petty Cury, Cam ambri 

Ellis, Chalk — rd, Draper. Feb 21 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Sturt 
Eyles, sone. Taton, ‘Bedford, Straw Plait Merchant. Feb 16 at 3 at Red Lion 


Field Sohn, Se Feb 21 at 3 at Law Society, Chan lan 

ieldus, ton, olsterer. Fel w Society, cery lane. 
Boxall Chancery lane 

Fi Alfred, een cenaventet. 7, 15 at 11 at Dog and Partridge 
Hotel, Fennell st, Manches' 


. Sherratt, 
Foreman, Thomas a John Howick Pescod, "Tastings, Coal Merchants. Feb10 
at 1 at a 's Hotel, Hi 


gs. Davenport and Co, Hastings 
. Kingston upon Hull. Licensed Victualler. Feb 14 at 11 at Albert Hall, 
mld st st, Kingston upon Hull. C 


Toss 
ibson, George, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Feb 15 at 2 at offices of Emsley, Commercial 
es Park row, Leeds 
Glaves, Watson, Willerby, York, Butcher, Feb 13 at 2 at Hare and Hounds Inn, Stax- 
ton. Appleyard, Scarborough 
Glyn, a Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Feb 19 at 12at offices of Sanderson, Church 


arwick 
Goldstone, Bowden, * eros Dorset, Coachbuilder. Feb 17 at 11 at offices of Bowen, 
East st, Weymouth 
Goldthorp, Joho, Wakefield, York, Butcher. Feb 10 at 10.30 at offices of Kemp, Barstow 
sq, Wi 
Goore, William Henry, Aigburth, nr Liverpool, Artificial Manure Agent. 
a at ge gy Dale st, Liverpool. Roberts, Coleman st 


ohn, ‘Caledonian road, Grocer. Feb 16 at 2 


Feb 21 at 11 


at office of May, Russell 

square 

Geen. Charles, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Grocer. Feb 16 at 1 at office of Brooks and 
Badham, High st, Tewkes' 

Hake, Thomas William John, Exeter, Umbrella Maker. aad 13 at 10 at office of South- 

cott, Post office st, Bedford circus, Exeter. Brown, Exete 

Hall, William, and John William Mahoney, Gateshead, Suiben, Boot and Shoe 
Manufacturers. Feb 22 at 2.30 at J ssa 8 Hotel, North Eastern Railway Station, 
Leeds. Dix and Warlow, Gateshead 

Harper, John Atkineon, Aylestone pk, iaioosier, 3 no occupation. Feb 14 at 3 at office of 


Bromhead, Tower bldgs, Church 
Hartley, Joseph Ellison, Bradford, York, Deaper. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Peel and Co, 
Chapel lane, Bradford 
Harvey, Frederick Samuel, St Paul’s, Norwich, Buiider. Feb 21 at 12 at Maid’s Head 
Hotel, ” Norwich. , Norwic h 


i "Robert Alexander {and not Haynes, as erroneousy printed in the Gazette of the 
36th ult), Cheesemonger. Feb A at 2 at — Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 
hall st. Lucas, Gt James 
Fenn ee 2 ray 8t John’s Wood, Professor of Music. Feb 21 at 2 


Hill, J 
at office of 
Feb 19 at 2 at Bell Hotel, Sadlergate, Derby. 


eed. —— Henry, Derby, I Deaper, 
owe 
Holford, ccm Eastbourne, Fish Dealer. Feb 15 at 12 at office of Edgeworth, Ter- 
minus rd, Eastbourne 
Holgate, George, ewe 0 Grocer. Feb 14 at 3 at Granby Hotel, Union st, Bradford. 
Last and Betts, Bradfoi 
— —— Dunstable, Draper. Feb 13 at 12 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, 
eve, 
Howard, George Briggs, Southampton bldgs, Holborn, Solicitor. Feb 12 at 11 at office 
of Canwarden, Old Jewry 
Howarth, Joseph, Manchester, Provision Merchant. Feb 29 at 2.30 atoffice of Sale and 
Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Howentt, Joseph, Wellingborough, Northampton, Builder. Feb 15 at 11 at office of 
Andrew, Market sq, Northampton 
— William a Newgate st, Table Cover Manufacturer. Feb 12 at 12 at 111, 
James, — Darke, Reading, Berks, Grocer. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Creed, Forbury, 
Fong - SOR and David Morgan Jones, mona Drapers. Feb 12 at 2 at Inns of 
“Conrt Hotel, Holborn. Griffiths, Carm 
King, James, wick, Sussex, Builder. Feb 1 15 at 12 at office of Cooper tnd Williams, 
Middle st, Brighton _ 
— Nathaniel, Whitley, York, Grocer. Feb 13 at 3 at office of Stapleton, Union st, 
8 
Lear, Mary, Exeter, Harness Maker. Feb 14 at 3 at office of Friend, Post Office chbrs, 
Gandy st, Exeter 
Liddi: oon Jabez, Boxmoor, Hertford, Coal Merchant. Feb 15 at 3 at office of 
Wri and Green, Gt St Helen’s, Bishopsgate 
Mallalieu, William, and Samuel Mallalieu, Oldham, Cotton Spinners. Feb 19 at3 at 
=  yrederick’ Willis Bre af = onsen he 
m, Brampton, ‘armer. eb 13 at 3 at office of Cutts 
Market Hall chmbers, Chesterfield * 5 2 / 
— John Granweli, Fulbourn, comes, Coal Merchant. Feb 20 at 12 at Can- 


st Hote’ mon, St Ed 
Moore, J James, Buxton, Derby, Conchbullder, Feb 20 at 12 at office of Bennet and Co, 
Terrace Fuxton 
Morowitz, , Mayes rd, Wood Green, Glass Cutter. Feb 12 at 2 at office of 


Moria, Hest, 01 = Lh. St re Coffee house keeper. Feb 16 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Naish, Genre, 8 Southgate, + aly Feb 19 at 2 at office of Howard and Shelton, Thread- 
, John Giles, Cambridge ma Tsang Marble Mason, Feb 9at3 at 262, High 


N les, 
Iborn. Stainland, King st, C 
Noakes, Robert obert Harrison, Rochest » Raker, Wu eh 8 ot King’s Head Hotel, 


. Knight, Quality ot, Chance 
pari, oman Wi William, Birmingham, En oBesth, Fob 16 at3 at office of Parr 


Potion, George, Wore Hard Dealer. b 13 
rents 7 see pe a ware Fe at 3 at office of Stirk and 


ine Hagento, Corn Merchant, Feb 10 at 11 at Anderton's Hotel, Floot st. 


Ponty "tward Lac cio Plas Pints Goods Manufacturer, Feb 13 at 2 at office of 








Perrey, James, Bicknoller, Somerset, Grocer. Feb 12 at 10 at Skinner’s Nag’s Head 
Taunton. Watkins ss" 


Hotel, North st, 

Petrie, James, Manchester, Painter. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Rycroft, Brown st, Man. 
chester 

Pickett, aa © George’s a Kilburn, Ironmonger. Feb 20 at 12 at Inns of Court 

Hotel, Holborn. Gatis, Wolverham: aie 

Piercey, John, and William Hen: ney A East Grinstead, Sussex, Coach Builders. Feb 

10 at 12 at 12, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st. Nye, Bri; 

Postance, George, ’s sq, Upton pk, Tobacconist. Feb 14 at 2.30 at office of Chap- 
man, London wall 

— Joseph, Batley, York, Flock Merchant. Feb 19 at 11 at offices of Law, Crown 


bldgs, Commercial st, Batley 
Ryder, Sewn Cheltenham, out of business. Feb 7 at 12 at offices of Potter, Regent st, 
Chel 


Seyers, Lemuel, jun, Gloucester, of no occupation. Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Henderson, 
‘keley st, Gloucester 
our, Andrew, Coleford, nr Kilmersdon, Somerset, Butcher. Feb 21 at 2 at offices 
of Tnoker, Northgate st, Bath 
Seymour, John, Sydling St Nicholas, Dorset, Innkeeper. Feb 17 at 2 at offices of 
ett, South st, Dorchester 


Simmonds, James, jun, Wolverhampton, Manufacturer of Tinned Conte. Feb 16 at 13 
at offices of Underhili and Lawrence, Dar st, Wolverham 

Smedley, nas a pe Liverpool, Painter, Feb 16 at 2 at o! neal of Lowe, Mount 
Pleasant, 

Smith, Charles, tosnw, Pembroke, Innkeeper. Feb 21 at 12 at 2, Water st, Pembroks 
Dock. Brown, Pembroke Dock 

—_. Herbert, Lilandilo, Carmarthen, Schoolmaster. Feb 26 at 12,30 at offices of 

Williams, King st, Liandilo 


Smith, James Richmond, Norwich, og Feb 16 at 12 at Inns of Court Hotel, 


Holborn. Bavinand Daynes, Norwic' 

Smith, Thomas ard , Glaisdale, York, Butcher. Feb 15 at 3 at offices of Dotchon, 
Baxte Whi 

spurgeon, Wiliam, Dudley, Cengregational Minister. Feb 12 at 3 at 23, Wolverhampton 
st. Dudley. 

— Harry, =" Publican. Feb 14 at 1 at George Hotel, Cornmarket st, Oxford, 

wman, Readin 

goin John, Scarborough Grocer. Feb 12 at 3 at office of Watts and Kitching, Queen 
st, Scarborou! 

Sykes, Thomas, eCelbridge mews, Westbourne Park, Coach Builder. Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
of Indermaur and Clark, Devonshire terrace, High st, Marylebone 

Tabor, George Thomas, Andover, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 ‘at White Hart Hotel, Bridge st, 
Andover. Cobb and Smith 

Talbot, eons Dewsbury, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 3 at office of Ibberson, Westgate, 
Dewsbury 

Todd, Edward, Rennington, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 11 at office of 
Paynter, Feukle st, Alnwick 

Turner, William Thomas, Edmonton, Builder. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Learoyd and Co, 
Bank chbrs, Finsbury pk Station 

Wady, George, Gravesend, Licensed Victualler. te 19 at 1 at King’s Head Hotel, High 
st, Rochester. Knight, Quality ct, Chancery 

— , Henry, Ripley, Derby, Innkeeper. "ob 21 at 3 at office of Gadsby, Tenant st, 
D 

Wales, William, Waddingworth, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 15 at at 3 office of Thimbleby 
end Son, Spilsb: 

Walker, Isaac, Kingston upon Hull, Wool Broker. Feb 15 at 12 at office of Jacobs, 
County bldgs, Hull 

"ee. ee Wakefield, York, Clogger, Feb 17 at 11 at office of Kemp, Barstow sq, 

efield 

Walton, George Booth, Burnley, Lancaster, Shoemaker, Feb 16 at 11 at Crown Hotel, 
Halifax. owles, Burnley 

Ward, George Parker, Pateley bridge, York, Innkeeper. Feb 16 at 12 at office of Bate. 
son ‘and Hutchinson, Queen st, Ripon 

Webster, William Walker, Stockton, Durham, Grocer. Feb 20 at 1 at Station Hotel, 
York. Trotter and Langley 

Wheatley, berg Benepe Old Ford rd, Baker. Feb 13 at 2 at office ef Russell and Co, 

ewry c 
a a" Kirkby, Overblow, York, Farmer. Feb 16 at 2 at office of Dacre, 
ridge st, Otle: 

bade John, Church Walk, Hendon, Builder. Feb 9 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, 

High Ho! Iborn. Ruddle 

Feb 14 at office 


Williams, Frederick, Porth, nr Pontypridd, Glamosgan, Shoe Dealar. 
of Parsons, High Bt Bristol, in lieu of the place originally named 


TvurspAy, Feb. 6, 1883, 
Ackland, William, Cardiff, Sena. ” eens Feb 19 at 11 at office of Jones, 


Philharmonic chbrs, i3t Ma: ardiff 
besterfiold, Derby, Tailor. Feb 20 at 12 at office of Auty, 


Adams, Reuben, Ridgway, ur 
Queen st, Sheffield 

Atkins, Fanny Amelia, Wells st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler. Feb 13 at 2 at office of 
Cogswell, Argyll st, Regent st. Goatley, Bow st 

Baker, Charles Frederick, Peterborough, Horthesapton, Draper. Feb 20 at 12 at Angel 
Hotel, Peterborough. Whyley and per, ; 

~ ooh n, Barnsley, York, Butcher. Feb 20 at 10 at office of Gray, Eastgate, 

arnsley 

Beall, Richard, Mare st, Hackney, Tailor. Feb 15 at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, 
She ppard, Thanet pl, ‘Strand 

Benson, Samuel George, Walthamstow, Essex, Professor of Music. Feb 24 at 3 ab 
office of Lewis, the Workman’s Hall, West Ham lane, Stratford tS 

Blasebalk, Napthali, Leeds, Jeweller, Feb 16 at 11 at office of Jenkinson, Albion # 


Bowkett, Frederick John, Alcester, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Feb 24 at 1. 
Unicorn Hotel, Redditch. Britton, Alcester 

_— Thomas Woodley, Little Easton, Essex, Farmer Feb 20 at 11 at office of 

nmow 

Brawn, John, St Paul’s churchyard, Silk Merchant, Feb 19 at 2 at offices of Webb, 
Barbican chambers, Barbican 

Briden, Mary Ann, Harrogate, "York, Dressmaker, Feb 15 at 11 at offices of Bateson 
and Hutchinson, Harrogate 

Brittain, Charles, ‘Chaldon rd, Fulham, Parochial Loew. Feb 22 at 3 at offices of 

Boyton, Melmoth PR Walham green. Dale, Lon 
Brodie, Frederick, xeter, Wine and Spirit Tong rob 17 at 12 at offices of Fryer 


Gandy st, E 
Brooks, Richard, cardi Carver, Feb 17 at 11 at the Royal Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff, 
ousins, Cardi: p 
Brown, Jchn, St Austell, Cornwall, China Dealer. Feb 17 at 12 at offices of Square and 
Co, Bank of of England chambers, Plymouth 
Dackiey Ze John, Leominster, Heref 1 Coal Merchant, Feb W@ at 11 at the Midland 
Birm ingham. Moore, 3 
Carvill, Patrick George, and George MoKean, Gresham House, Old Broad Merchants 
April 16 at 3 at offices of Cooper and Co, Mansion House, d 
r, 8t Helen’s pl Bishopagate st ~ nen ot 
Clamp, Herbert Ephraim, Monk’s Eleig Grocer, Feb 19 at 12 at offices 
Titchmarsh, Museum st, Ipswich, vietirkot and t, Ipswich 
Clutterbuck, Richard, Hent \ Hereford, Farmer. Feb 1? at 10.90 at offices of Boy 
Cook, wk, ony John, Wel Wells, Ma Somernot, Builder Feb 16 at 12,90 at the Grand Ho, 
x ca, taahernal tien rd, Surgeon, Feb 19 at 3 at offices of 


in, 


Feb. 10, 1883, 
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High lane, nr Stockport, Licensed Victualler. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
re awan st, Manchester 
cama 0 Jonathan, Blackburn, Plasterer. Feb 20 at 3 at office of Withers, Tacketts 


. hat hag Shields, out of business. Feb 16 at 3 at office of 
South 
» King Feb 19 at 11 at offices of 


Henry, Sedgley, eevee ny Licensed Victualles, 

Hughes, High st, West Bromwi ch ‘ 

Deadman, ‘Arthur, Princes rd, Notting Hill, Tea a Feb 20 at2at Guildhall 

Tavern, Gresham st. Jackson, Union ct, Old Broad s 

onal Frederick James, jun, and Arthur Digkinsoo, New Cross rd, Upholsterers. 
Feb 21 at 2 at Auction Mart, Tokenhouse yd. 

Drew, John Henry, Barnsley, Eating-house parol Feb 21 at 3 at 31, Church st, 
Barns) Newman 

Roger, Barrow-in-Furness, Draper. Feb 16 at 11 at Ship Hotel, Barrow-in- 

. Bradshaw, Barrow-in-Furness 

Daniel, Wardle, nr Rochdale, Innkeeper. Feb 20 at 3 at Reed Hotel, Roch- 
dale. Sykes, Bacup 

filis, Joseph, Pontypool, Monmouth, fname Victualler. Feb 16 at 2 at office of 
Gustard ani and Llewellyn, Snow Hill, port 

Emery, _— Smallburgh, Norfolke "Grocer: Feb 19 at 3 at officeof Tillett, Opie st, 
Norwich 


ae 


Davies, 


jie 


Foreman, Thomas Henry, Breadsell Farm, nr Battle, Sussex, Farmer. 
Green’s Hotel, Havelock rd, Hastings. Davenpoet and Co, Hastings 

Fortune, William, Newtown, Montgomery, Auctioneer. Feb 16 at 2at office of William 
and Co, Market st, Newtown 

Foster. Thomas Duncan, Newcastle upon ame. Merchant. Feb 14 at 2 
Joel and Co, Newgate st, Newcastle u 

Foulkes, William, and John Roger Foulk ok Liverpool Cabinet Makers, Feb 23 at 3 
at office of Harris, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Garlick, Tom George, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Publican. Feb 19 at 1 at office of Charles 


Brothers, Parade, Neath 
Goddard, Thomas Henry, Southwark, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 17 at 12.30 at Suffolk 
“rae, B St Edmunds. Fenn and Co, Newmarket 
th. Herbert, Hastings, Boot Maker. Feb 16 at 11 at Law Institute, Chancery 
Wee Chalinter, “Hasti ; 
Quins, Walter John, B ord, York, Yarn Finisher. Feb 20 at 4 at office of Atkin- 
son and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Harrison, Charles Glaucus Ricnard, Gresham si, Silk Merchant. 
Institution, Chancery lane. Boxall and Boxall, Chancery lane 
Hartshorne, James, West Bromwich, Stafford, Tronfounder. Feb 16 at 12 at office of 
Caddick, New st, West Bromwich 
Harvey, John James, Joseph Ashton, and Allen Simmons Newman, Charterhouse sq, 
Droggists. Feb 13 at 11 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Wolferstan and Co, 


Ironmonger lane , 
Haw, William, Low Harrogate, York, Coachman. Feb 19 at 2.30 at office of Giiling, 


Feb 10 at 2 at 


at office of 


Feb 22 at 3 at Law 


Headdon, William Henry, Swansea, Glamorgan, Baker. Feb 13 at 11 at office of 
‘Thomas, Yerk p!, Swansea 
, Robert, Mount Pleasant, nr Crook, Durham, Butcher. Feb 19 at 3 at office of 
Maw, Market 1, Bishop Auckland 
Hunter, Peul illism, ew bag on rd, Islington, Greengrocer. Feb 21 at 2 at office of 
Gray’s inn pl, Gray’ 
Jukson, ported Dudley, Denler ir in Glass. Feb19 at $ at office of Ward, Wolverhamp- 
ton st, 
Jel, Isase, Upper Marylebone st, out of business. Feb 15 at 3 at office of Norris, 
Gray’sinn pl, Gray’s inn 
John, Liverpool, eared Proprietor. Feb 19 at 3 at North John st, Liverpool. 
Hore and Oo, Live 


Jones, Morgan Howell, Gardiff, Coal Merchant. Feb 16 at 3 at office of Tribe aud Co, 
Crocherbtown, Cardi ff 


Edward, London ter, Nine Elms, Battersea, Saddler. 
in and 6o, Trinity sq, Southwark “shia oo 
‘e 


Keeling, es Aston, Warwick, Chaser. 
gha 
Kelsall, William, Nottingham, Journeyman Stonemason. 


Feb 23 at 3 at office of 


at 3 at office of Jaques, Temple row, 


Price, Alfred, Plasmarl, nr Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Feb 20 at 2 at office of Jones, 
Somerset pl, Swansea 
Purchon, John, and Thomas Bee, lee es Feb 21 at 2 at Law In- 
stitute, Albion pl, Leeds. Rider, Leeds 
, Benjamin, a Braid Manufacturer. Feb 15 at 11 at offices of Norris, 


Gray’s inn pl, Ng me 

Reynolds, Morris, Hertford, Shoomaker. Feb 22 at 12 at offices of Wedlake and Letts, 
Serjeant’s inn, Temple. Foster Ware 

Saint, John Jackson, itwhistle, Northumberland, Merchant. Feb 22 at 2 at offices of 
Carrick and Co, Haltwhistle 

Sinclair, Walter, Newington causeway, Watchmaker. Feb 28 at 3 at offices of 
Norman, Gt Marlborough st 

Skinner, Ebenezer, Greenwich, Grocer. Feb 15 at 2 at Bridge House Hotel, London 
Bridge. Simpson and Palmer, Three Crown sq thwark 


Smith, John, ———_ upon Tyne, Poulterer, “eb 15 at 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, 
Newcastle upon 

Stephens, Edmund ll Pontypol, Monmouth, Licensed Vicjualler. Feb 16 at 12 at 
office of Gustard and Llewellin, Stow bill, Newport 

Taylor, George, Cadoxton-juxta Neath, Glamorgan, Fitter. Feb 26 at 11 at offices of 
Williams, Gt Western chbrs, Neath 

Tebbet, Joseph. West Hartlepool, Butcher. Feb 15 at 3 at offices of Todd and Harrison, 
Church st, West Hartlepoo! 

Thomas, Evan, Henllan, Denbigh, Ironfounder. Feb 22 at 12 at Hall sq, Denbigh. 
Roberts, Denbigh 

Thomas, John Glyn, Llangennech, Carmarthen, Bar Iron Manufacturer. Feb 20 at 2 
at offices of Collins and Wood, Worcester pl, Swansea 

7 a Bingfield st, Caledonian rd, Garman. Feb 20 at 11 at offices of Webb, 

uston r 

Townsend, Thomas, Old st, St Luke’s, Fruiterer. Feb 15 at lat offices of Norris, 
Gray’s inn pl, Gray’s inn rd 

Vernon, Jas, jun, Fort rd, Bermondsey, Greengrocer. Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Chipper- 
field, Trinity st, Southwark 

Webb, Herbert, Hanibal rd, Stepney, Grocer’s Assistant. Feb 21 at 12 at offices of 
Philbrick and Free, Austinfriars 

Westwood, Elizabeth, Tipton, Stafford, out of business. Feb 16 at 11 at offices of 

Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Willcocks, William James, Berners st, Oxford st, Music Publisher. Feb 20 at 3 at 32, 
Argyll st, Regent st. Curtis, Old Jewry chambers 


Woodcock, William, Forest Hill, Kent, Builder. Feb 19 at 10 at 11, Stony lane, Catford. 
Goatley, Bow st, Covent garden 





The Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ Jounnat ts—Town, 268. ; Country, 
288. ; with the Wrexty Reporter, 528. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumes 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law cal/, 5s. 6d. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal”? must be 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 


in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Pubiisher. 
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; Feb 22 at 11 at office of Proprrty Act vPon Serr. auaues -. 228} In re The Capital Fire Assurance 
k, Low pavement, Nottingham FRAUDULENT a eccevcocee B20 Agnocingion ...ccccecsece secesccce ME 
Kitching, Robert, Boroughbridge, York, Grocer. Feb 22 at 10 at office of Edmundson, | Reviews ......-. coccees 231 Re Gwynne, v. 
North st, Ripon CORRESPONDENCE .---oe 232 Thomas .-e00-e «se eneee 
, John Thomas, King’s rd, King’ 8 Cross, Journeyman, Wood Turner, Feb 19} Csses or tos WEEK— Ex parte Willey, In re Wright 
at 3 at office of Godfrey, South sq, Gray’s inn Ex parte Nichols....-.. 232 In re Moates’ Trust. 
") William George, joolwich, Olerk. Feb 20 at 3 at office of Richardson, Powis Ex parte Russell --... 232; Holyland v. Lewin 
st, Woolwich Ex parte Wilkinson . Socrgrigs .-...- * 
jw, William, Nottingham, Glass Dealer. Feb 16 at 3 at Flying Horse Hotel, Ex parte Ritso ..... ° Law Srupents’ Jou 
The Poultry, Nottingham. Thorpe, Nottingham Nicholls v. Evans ....- 233 | Oprrvary ....-. 
: MeAthey, John, Rothbury, Northumberland. Joiner. Feb 14 at 11 at office of Bush and The West of England Bank v. Murch 234 | New Orpers, &c. ...... 
Wilson, St Nicholas bldgs, Newcastle on Tyne Hickson v. Darlow ... LeGat APPOINTMENTS 
7 Meany, William Francis, anchester, Tailor. Feb 19 at 11 at office of Salomonson, In re The Pheenix Electric Light and COMPANIES ...+..<, 
st, Manchester Power Company ssseceeeeceee 234) CrEprtoRS’ CLAIMS 
of Moore, Joseph, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Horse Dealer. Feb 17 at 10 at office of Yeates v. Fraser ...cccsccccccoccsece 2st | Court PAarees ...0.-.0--ccccecsecsce OS 
, Gandy st, Exeter , France V. Clark ...esercessssseeeees Lonpon Gazerres, &C., &C. ..eeseeee. 2463 
el al George E mgs be emg Ser Accountant. Feb 17 at 11 at office of Neill, College 
m odes. herh am pn me ————————S—— a ——d 
Meg i 
2, William, Wells st, Hackney, Butcher. Feb 20 at 3 at office of Aird, East. Notices To CoRRESPONDENTS.— Ali communications intended for publication 
* "nistone, Henry, Dronfield, Derby, Postmaster. Feb 22 at 3.30 at Swan Inn, Dronfield. | i the Soxicttors’ JouRNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 
Wightman and ‘Nicholson, Sheffield the writer. 
a 7 o" een oo re on Sea, pe ag ere Feb 10 at 2 at Green’s 
: aveloc astin avenport and Co, Hastings ‘ ‘ ‘ y i. 
sty , Johh, Hast Grinstead, Coach Builder. Feb 15 at 3 at office of .Nye, North st, DF oy pace does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected communi- 
7 Francis James Wicks, Newcastle upon Tyne, Chemical Manufacturer. Feb 
Ll &t 2 at office of Joel and Co, Newgate st, Newcastle upon Tyne *,* The Sates requests that early application should be made by persons 
a, illiam, Burnley, Yeast Importer. Feb 9 at 3 at Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, desirous of back 3 of the Soxictropa’ Jouanal, as only @ small 
. Read, Burnley number of copies remain on hand. 
bb, ea 
rs “HWEITZER’S COCOATINA, ESTABLISHED 1825. EDE AND SON, 
-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
, of oe Jie hagarmendhin i of the Finest Quality, HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, MAKER 
yer, ite Pacu Banity pronounce ' ae: .~ ant wie, per- MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, ROBE r $ s 
sift, and eeitible beverage Invalide and Childven,” | 200, 203, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. 
é thly commended by the entire Medical Press. Estimates and Designs submitted free for entirely Fur- BY SPECIAL APPOINEREES, 
and Yeing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits | nishing Residences, Chambers, Offices, &c. To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
8 better in all climates, and is fuur times —PAINTING, DECORATING, & HOUSE REPAIRS,— . 
and se og . cocoas THICKENED oe vas with Judicial Bench, Corporation of London &c, 
ind IN REALITY CHEAPER than suc xtures, Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient ~ 
ai aie instantaneously with boiling water, a teas; ul | Designs, &c. Bedroom Puente, including Bedstead and | SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
Breakfast © Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. Bedding, from £7 
at TINA A La VaNILLX is the most delicate, tible, THIRTY 1 iknGe' se SHOW ROOMS, BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSRL’S DITTO, 
late profi eee oem oe CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWAS 
coli yA i | ° 
1 $a., 60.'Qls, bai; by Chemiots Hewersow, THEXTON, & Pear, ; 
, Cae - io meeps * i Looe ~ Tottenham se -rovd, London, W, | ESTABLISHED 1689, 
oo. ‘al Terms by t p —Househ ture Warehoused or Removed | 
MMENTZEE CO 10, Adamsizeet, London, W.C, | on Teasonableterms | 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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2,500 Wanted, on Security of Freehold 

Land Tax redeemed, Arable and Pasture Land o 

ample value.—Apply to Cazzsman & Laxs, Solicitors 
Gravesend. 


yr SeeecLy GROUND RENTS.— 

£15 15s., £9, £32 1ls., 271 10s. at 22} years; £99, 
£138 12s. at 20} years.—List on application to Messrs, 
Surra & SaunpErs, Estate Agents, Brixton-road, London. 








eeestoLS GROUND RENTS for SALE. 
—£60 per annum at 21 years’ purchase ; £95, 
at 214; £75 at 22; £55, £110, £360 at 22}; £139 at 23 

7 at 234; £66 at 24. ne paper gratis.— 
Messrs. Bexen, 86, London-wall. 


AW.—A Solicitor, age 27, having served 

his articles with a first-class firm of London Solici- 

tors, and having since served in the same office for three 

years as a Managing Clerk, wishes for a Working Part- 

nership in a Firm of good standing in London.—Address, 

Lex, care of Mr. Richard Amer, Lincoln’s-inn-gateway, 
Carey-street, Chancery-lane. 


AW.—Wanted, in an Office in the City, a 
Clerk fally competent to draw Bills of Costs from 

the papers. Also Wanted, a good Copying Clerk, who 
must be a neat and accurate writer, with some knowledge 
of Shorthand. — Address, stating age, references, and 
salary required, to A. W., care of Messrs. Rixon & Arnold, 
29, Poultry, E.C. 


BARRISTER and M.A., who obtained 

d Hononrs and Prizes at Public School and Univer- 

sity, and who has passed more than 40 candidates for the 

Final Intermediate, has now some Vacancies in his 

Classes for those Examinations.—Address, J. J. J., care 

of Messrs. Reeves & Turner, Law Booksellers, 100, Chan- 
cery-lane, W.C. 


A SOLICITOR highly recommends his late 
.. Articled Clerk (6 years’ experience) for Convey- 
ancing and General Clerkship. He is industrious, and 
quite competent in all the usual business of a Country 
office, and knows something of public appointments. 
Salary moderate —. pply C. J., care of Hugh W. Pearson, 
Solicitor, Helmsley, Yorkshire. 


O CITY SOLICITORS.—The Junior Part- 
ner in an old-established Firm near the Royal 
Courts, whose practice is chiefly agency, and averages a 
yearly income of upwards of £1,000, is desirous (owing to 
the retirement of the senior partner through age) of 
Joining a City Firm, with a view to continuing the 
agency and increasing the proper business.—Address, 
P. Q. B., 935, Address and Inquiry Office, the ‘‘ Times ” 
Office, E.C. 


} ILL COLERK. — Wanted, for a few 

Weeks, a thoroughly competent Bill Clerk. None 
need apply who are not fully experienced.—Address, Mr. 
Grsson, Solicitor, Sittingbourne, Kent. 























ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 

to announce that their SALES by AUCTION 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Presiies * nicatly eg 
| + Reng on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, and 


Ws. 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, and 

others is particularly called to this ready means for the 
be = (deeds sage bd — ~ other clients. 

ce 0! requency of their Sales, Messrs. 

J. & D. are enabled to include large or small quantities at 


aa notice (if mired). 
‘uations for bate or Transfer. Terms on appli- 
cation to the Rooms (established 1793}, 38 


to 
<> np at — i De » £.C. 
essrs. Jol Dymond beg to notify that thei 
Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece Goods, ous 
hold and Office Furniture, Carpets, Bedding, &c., are 
held on each day of the week (Saturdays excepted). 





Valuable Absolute Reversion. 
ESS IRS. TUNLEY & BOYLE qill SELL 
iy N, at the MART, E.C. WE - 
DAY, FEBRUARY 21, 1883, at ONE’ Same "he 
valuable ABSOLUTE REVERSION to one-sixth share of 
the moiety ofa sum of £5,747 15s. 7d., invested in the 
names of highly wa prone trustees in the New ‘three per 
bone — and payable on decease of a lady aged 59 
Particulars of Messrs, Dalton & Jessett, Solici 
Clement’s House, Clement’s-lane, E.C., and rny i 
tioneers, 14, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-street, E.C. 





A 
H°tTEL METROPOLE, 
NORTHUMBERLAND AV ENUE, 
Secheaes ” gebare, 
NUON 
The Hotel Métropole, which is now in course 
a, bp ele of the largest in Hn gh J will 
oe , 
contai vad pode ly hcg can provide for the 


of the Company. 
court, Gray’s-inn, W.C, Mftropole arp at 13 Warwick. 
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THE SOLICITORS’' JOURNAL. 
ONDON and COUNTY BANKING 
COMPANY (Limited). 


Established in 1836. and registered in 1880 under “ The 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879.” 
Capital, £8,000,000, in 100,000 Shares of £80 each, 


REPORT 
Adopted at the Annual General Meeting, lst February, 1883. 
FREDERICK FRANCIS, Esq., in the Chair. 


The Directors, in submitting to the Proprietors the 
Balance-sheet for the cage ood ending 3lst December 
last, have to report that, r paying interest to cus- 
tomers and all charges, making provision for bad and 
doubtful debts, and transferring the sum of £25,000 in 
reduction of the Premises account, the net J ony amount 
to £235,111 7s,5d. This sum, added to £62,956 7s. 2d., 
the balance brought forward from last account, produces 
a total of £298,067 14s. 7d. 

They recommend the payment of a dividend of 11 per 
cent. for the half-year, which will absorb £165,000. This 
amount, with £58,428 11s. 11d. rebate on bills not due, and 
£14,062 10s. reserved to meet interest accrued on new 
shares to 31st December, will leave a balance of 
£60,576 12s. 8d. to be carried forward to Profit and Loss 
New Account. The present dividend, added to that paid 
to 30th June, makes 22 per cent. for the year 1882. 

The Directors retiring by rotation are Robert Alexander 
Brooks, Esq., Edward Ford Duncanson, Esq., and William 
Anastatius Jones, Esq., who, being eligible, offer them- 
selves for re-election. 

The dividend, £2 4s. per share, free of Income tax, will 
be payable at the Head Office, or at any of the Branches, 
on or after Monday, thé 12th February. 


Batances SHEET OF THE LuNDON AND County BANKING 
Company (LimiTED), 3ist DecemBer, 1882. 


Dr. £ 8.4. £ 8. a. 
To Capital subscribed, 
£8,000,000; paid up...... 1,500,000 0 0 
To lnstalment received in 
respect of new Capital... 374,150 0 0 
1,874,150 0 0 
To Reserve Fund .......- 750,000 0 0 
To Instalment received in 
respect of new Capital.. 187,075 0 0 


937,075 0 0 





To Due by the Bank on 
Current Accounts, on 
Deposit Accounts, with 
Interestaccrued, Circular 
Notes, &C..cceseeccosess 26,219,622 6 9 

To Liabilities on Accept- 
ances, covered by Cash 
or Securities or Bankers’ 
Guarantees ...+. aeuauee 

To Profit and Loss Balance 


2,099,884 10 2 








brought from last Account 62,956 7 2 
To Net Profit for the Half- 
year, after making provi- 
sion for bad and doubtful 
debts, and transferring 
£25,000 to Premises Ac- 
COUNS cccccccccccccosece 385,311 F & 
eee 298,067 14 7 
£31,428,799 11 6 
Cr. £ « 4, £ sd. 
By Cash at the Head Office 
and Branches, and with 
Bank of England .......- 3,764,835 15 8 
By Loans at-Call and at 
Notice, covered by Securi- 
ties ...000. sboces escocce 2,902,602 1 1 
6,667,527 16 9 








Investments, viz.:— 
By Consols registered and 
sm Certificates, New 3 per 
Cents., »nd Keduced 3 
per Cents, £3,331,251 
7s. lid., Canada 4 per 
Cent. Bonds and Turkish 
4 per Cent. Bonds guar- 
anteed by the British 
Government.....see-e++ 3,768,157 0 5 
By India Government 
Guaranteed Bailway 
Shares and India Govern- 
ment Debeniures..... eee 
By English Kailway Deben- 
ture Stock and Colonial 
Bonds .....- cectovcccs 
By other Securities ....+. 


157,630 7 11 


226,900 0 0 

20,134 10 0 
mn 4,172,821 18 4 
By Discounted Bills Cur- 





FEM 2.22000 odbue-dbaee 10,952,978 13 6 
By Ad to Cust TY 

at the Head Office and 

Bravches ...cccce-ssuee 7,147,165 15 1 


ees neers 18,100,134 9 5 

By Liabilities of Customers 
for Drafts accepted by the 
Bank (as per Contra) ... 
By Freehold Premises in 
Lombara - street and 
Nicholas-lane, Freehold 
and Leasehold Property 
at the Branches, with Fix- 


2,099,884 10 2 


turesand Fittings...<»+- 413,430 16 10 
y Less amount transterred ‘ 
from Profit aud Ligsg.... 25,000 0 0 
5 se we =: 388,450 16 10 
£31,428,799 11 6 





Prorit asp Loss Account, 


Dr. 
To Interest paid to Customers ...0.+e-.+00 
To A resiee and all other Expenses at Head 
anid Branches, including Income- 
tax on Profits and Salaries .........0...0 
To Transferred to the etedit of Premisés 


wha 


166,114 9 1 





ACCOUNE coo cce-ceeeeceecescersscvecece 25, 
To Rebate on Bills not dué, 000 04 
carried to New Accourit £58,428 11 11 
To Dividend of 11 per cent. 
for the Half-year ...... 165,000 0 0 
To Reserve to meet Interest 
accrued on New Shares 14,962 10 0 
To Balance carried forward § 60,576 12 8 
en 
om £621,916 16 ; 
iW eco 
By Balance*brought forward from last ac- 
COUNL -oeccesesecseccceecccerssece -eccee 62,956 Fg 
By Gross Profit for the Half-year, after 
making provision for bad and doubtful 
GOMES icccdoceccoccccncetocgeccecocs ese 558,860 r] 
es 
‘ £621,816 I 4 
Examined and audited by us, ee 





(Signed) tee FRANOIS, 


. H. LUSHINGTON, ' Contin 
W. H. STONE, of Directan, 
W. McKEWAN. General Menage 


JAS. GRAY, Ohiet Accoantant, - 
London and County Banking Company (Limited 
er ae Jester’, nee | i 


We have examined the foregoing Balance-sheet, 
verifiad the Cash Balance at the Bank of : 
Stocks there registered, and the other investments 
Bank, and have examined the several Booke and V. 
showing the Cash Bala Bills, and other 

forth, the whole of which stated ; 
are of opinion this balance-sheet is full and fair, 
drawn up, and exhibits 8 trué and correct view of 













pany’s affairs us shown by the books of the Company. — 
M. McGEORGE, 
(Signed) WILLIAM NORMAN, Auditors, 
RICHARD H. SWAINE, 


London ard County Banking Com Limit 
18th jeouare, 188 : iad 


ONDON and COUNTY BANKING 
4 COMPANY (Limited).—Notice is hereby given, 
DIVIDEND on the capital of the Company, at the rate: 
per cent., for the half-year ended December 31, 1! 
PAYABLE to the preprietors, either at the Head Of 
Lombard-street, or at any of the Company’s brai 
and after Monday, the !2th inst.—By order of the Board, 
W. McKEWAN, General Manager, 


21, Lombard-street, February 2, 1883, 


BONUS RESULTS. 

THE PROFITS paid in cash by the Suw Lire Orne 
are exceptionally 8 ing those diteereea 
and for which the Society has been so justly noted, 
aver ; 

173 per Cent. of the Annual Premium (more then 
14 Premiums), now payable in cash ; 


or 
284 per Cent. of the Annual Premium (more thas 
dy Premiums) Fre gh the sum assured, 
Exemplified more fully, at the average age $5, by 
following table :— : 



























Years . ' 
* Cash. Reversion.|. sbi 
Force. | Original 
Premium| £ «, ad} £58. a.) £86 
10 w,| $3] will ea 
= Bis 7| 8 44 1 | 
20 £1,000 481411| 761311) 6738 
25 55810} 8 68| 165 
30 | £28868] 72 8 3| 10116 6 oust dh 
$300 8 5 | £52514 7| wf 





















Assuming future profits are as large (which 
confidently expected, owing to the increasing 
and large reserves of the Company), New Entrants 
anticipate that, on a Policy for £1,000, the Bonus 
after 30 years, amount to £626 ; the Gash (with 4 per ri 
interest} equal £506; or yield a continual “ 
the Premium amounting to £24 14s. 

Ages other than 35 in proportion to the Premias 


charged, 
N. 1 gg wa Options at each Division. No RS 


ship Liability. Modern Practice. 
Forms. Immediate Settlements. 


XON and BERKS BANK, OXFOB) 

Makes CASH ADVANGES "io Beritey Solicitor 
’ residing in 0 

= bg oe ee oat ea te openee 


N OBTHEBN ASSURANCE cOMPAN ft 
ye et 






















































































Accuurulgted Funds oe ‘ “ 
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